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The Market farce 


During the past few weeks the politicians 
of our leading parties have been trying des- 
perately to whip up public interest in the 
European elections taking place this month. 
To the great majority, however, the elec- 
tions remain the yawn of the year. 

Three ‘alternative’ party combinations 
offer themselves to the British people for 
election to the European parliament. All of 
them, to one degree or another, are com- 
mitted to support of the European Commun- 
ity, while the majority of the people want 
out of that Community. What a farce and 
a fraud ‘Democracy’ has become! 

The Tories say: “Vote for our candid- 
ates so that someone will make a strong 
stand for Britain in Europe!’ — but in reality 
there is only one “strong stand” that can be 
made for Britain regarding Europe, and that 
is to pull us out of Europe. 


Sob story of the year 


Mr. Rodney Pereira, his wife Gail and 
their daughter Keira, an Indian family, 
were permitted to enter Britain on a temp- 
orary residence permit some years ago. 
When they first applied to live in this coun- 
try it was at a time when the Government, 
sensitive to mounting public demands to 
stem the flood of immigration, had felt it 


advertised. 


require such alteration to be made. 
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necessary forits own safety to introduce cer- 
tain cosmetic ‘controls’, totally inadequate 
to deal with the immigrant problem in 
reality but offered as a sop to the electorate 
to keep it quiet. The Pereira family was 
one of those who came within the orbit of 
these ‘controls’ and it was made clear to 
them at the time of the issue of their resid- 


ence permit that it was valid only for a 


short while and that they would be obliged 
to leave Britain by 1982. They were glad 
to accept the permit on that understanding. 

When the time for their departure arr- 


ived, however, they were less than willing 


to go. A deportation order was then issued. 
It was at this point that the bleeding heart, 
do-gooder lobby stepped in and decided 


that the case of the Pereiras was a perfect: 


cause celebre that could be exploited in the 
promotion of multi-racial Britain. 

The Pereiras had by this time settled in 
Bishops Waltham, a small viilage in Hamp- 
shire. People living in Hampshire villages, 
far removed from the crime-infested, riot- 
torn areas of high immigrant concentration 
like London, Liverpool and the West Mid- 
lands industrial belt, are not the best equip- 
ped for an understanding of the wider and 
deeper ramificatious for this country of the 
race issue. Middle class, respectable and 
from all accounts well behaved, the Pereiras 
were bound to commend themselves to a 
community largely of the same social strat- 
um as themselves and able, in their isolat- 
ion and affluence, to indulge themselves in 
the fashionable ‘liberal’ sentimants of their 
class and times. The ‘Let the Pereiras stay’ 
campaign found among the villagers ideally 
fertile ground on which to flourish. With 
the certainty that it would be given a big 
boost by the mass media, that campaign 
had all the ingredients of success. 

By the zeal of the ‘liberal’ villagers of 
Bishops Waltham and the combined theat- 
rics of press and television, the Pereira case 
was built up into a sob story of massive pro- 
portions. All ihe familiar techniques for the 
manipulation of public emotions were util- 
ised to the full. No effort was spared to 
portray the Pereiras as terribly nice people 
— which quite possibly they are. The same 


THE PEREIRAS 
Tools of propaganda war 


niceness and decency were presented as the 
overriding motives of those who supported 
the campaign against their deportation — 
which presentation was quite possibly 
largely correct. It was all so beautifully 
simple and clear cut. Here was a pleasant 
Asian family living in a quiet corner of the 
country where they were harming no-one. 
And here were the brutal ‘racialists’ of the 
immigration authorities who wanted to end 
their happy existence. Then here was the 
resistance of all the good and ‘civilised’ 
people ‘in their locality who came together 
to help them! What decent, reasonable and. 
humane person in the country could fail to 
support their cause? 

A moment’s serious thought about the 
matter, and divorced from the atmosphere 
of mass emotion surrounding it, should suff- 
ice to tell us. that things are in fact not 
quite so simple. There is nota single rule 
or law ever passed which cannot be made to 
appear unjust by concentration of its effects 
on one single person or family. The fact is, 
however, that far more people than the Per- 
eiras were involved in this issue. The issue 
is one of whether there will be controls on 
immigration into this country or not (forget 
for a moment, for the purpose of this dis- 
cussion, whether the controls introduced by 
the Tory Government were adequate or 
whether there was any serious,intention to 
enforce them). 

If a rule is made for all, it should be 
applied to all, otherwise it is meaningless. 
Once that certain parties are given exemp- 
tion by means of an appeal to the heart- 
strings, who is to say where the process will 
end? In fact there was nothing whatever to 
commend the case of the Pereiras as one for 
special treatment apart from the fact that 
they had a very loud and influential public 
relations machine working for them. Now 
that the Government has capitulated to the 
demands of this public relations machine 
and revoked the Pereira’s deportation order, 
it has swept away from. uader its own feet 
the whole moral basis upon which it might 
resist many thousands of appeals against 
other deportation orders in the future — a 
consideration which we suspect was not a5- 


sent from the minds of those who led the 
agitation on the Pereiras’ behalf. 

The ease ofl-the Pereiras was a test of 
the Government's seriousness of commit- 
ment to the policy of immigration controls 
which it dangled before the public as bait 
prior to the General Election of 1979, and 
of its resolve to enforce a policy necessary 
to the national interest regardless of the 
high-pitched clamour of protest from the 
lobbies and interest groups who, predictably, 
will always oppose it. The Government has 
failed that test, and in so doing once again 
has failed the British people. | 


Get out of Hong Kong! 


We commented on the Hong Kong situ- 
ation some time ago in these columns and 
it is appropriate to do so again. There isa 
very real possibility that the Government's 
schedule for the withdrawal of British sover- 
eignty over that colony may prove to be too 
slow for the liking of the Chinese, and that 
the latter may therefore pre-empt things 
and marchin. In that event Britain would 
be faced with the alternative of war with 
the 1,000 million of Red China the other 
side of the world or the humiliation of a 
climb-down from all the Government's 
previous pledges to the Hong Kong people 
and the surrender to naked force. 

We said it previously and we say it 
again: Hong Kong is not the Falklands. 
Hong Kong is not British and it is not worth 
a single drop of blood from a single British 
serviceman. Only certain sections of big 
business in Britain have interests there; the 
British nation itself has no such interest. 


Britain should not waste time over a phased 


withdrawal from Hong Kong; she . should 
withdraw immediately and let the Chinese 


have the territory for whatever they wish to 


do with it. Whether the inhabitants of Hong 
Kong actually live under the Red Chinese 
dictatorship or that squalid racket that mas- 
querades under the name of Western-style 
parliamentary ‘democracy’ is a matter of 


supreme. indifference to this magazine, and: 


should indeed be equally of indifference to 
everyone in Britain too. 


Prior's Ulster record 


If it is true that Mr. James Prior intends 
to vacate his post as Northern Ireland Sec- 
retary, this will be no loss to the province. 
From the very beginning, Prior has been a 
total flop in that role. 

Since he arrived in Ulster, Mr. Prior 
has displayed the usual obsession with 
‘peace initiatives’ so beloved of ministers 
from Westminster who precedéd him, and to 
_ the virtual exclusion of any firm policy for 
hunting down the terrorists and restoring the 
rule of law to the province. He was without 
doubt largely to blame for the massed 
breakout from The Maze Prison, although 
he tried hard to evade responsibility with a 
spate of glib excuses. It was subsequently 
found through an enquiry that a major fac- 
tor in making the escape possible was the 
very slack security regime within the Prison 
dictated from above (i.e. from the Northern 
Ireland Office) in an effort to appease Rep- 


ublican elements. 7 

When a gathering of Republican leaders, 
including Eire Prime Minister Garret Fitz- 
gerald, met in Dublin recently and prod- 
uced a joint document containing a list of 
alternative proposals for the settlement of 
Ulster’s conflict, one of these proposals was 
that certain governmental functions in the 
province, including policing, should be 
jointly exercised by the Irish Republic and 
Britain. Instead of dismissing this propo- 
sition as the blatant effrontery that it was, 
‘Mr. Prior expressed his willingness to ex- 
amine it and discuss it with its authors — 
thus revealing that allegations that the Gov- 


ernment was willing to sell Ulster Loyalists 


down the river, which have repeatedly been 
made by Loyalist leaders like Ian Paisley, 
are by no means groundless. 

If Prior goes from the NIO, who will 
succeed him we do not know. We can only 
predict that it will probably be someone as 


soggy and full of appeasement as himself. 


It has always been Tory policy to send wets 
to Ulster — Prior’s predecessors Willie 
Whitelaw and Humphrey Atkins being of the 
same mould as himself. The continuation 
of this policy is the surest guarantee that 
terrorism in Northern Ireland will continue 
to thrive and the British Government will 
continue to lack the confidence of Britain’ s 
most loyal citizens there. 


At the gay club 


The tremendous rumpus in Parliament 
and the media concerning the methods used 
to trap Tory MP Dr. Keith Hampson on a 
homosexual importuning charge in a gay 
strip club reveals something of the vast and 
powerful network of people in high places 
who can now be relied upon to show sym- 
pathy with perverts and hostility to those 
who are instrumental in digging them out of 


the woodwork. 


Hampson was caught by a plain clothes 
police officer who had infiltrated the club 
posing as a queer and who allegedly made 
signs to him that were taken as an encour- 
agement to him to make an ‘approach’. 


‘These ‘agent provocateur’ tactics seem to 


be thought outrageous by a large section of 
those who lead and mould public opinion, 
and even Metropolitan Police Commissioner 
Sir Kenneth Newman has now promised to 
investigate the practice with a view to 
getting it. stopped. 

We cannot see why. Infiltration by the 
police of the underworld of criminality and 
immorality has for a long time been stan- 
dard practice and has time and time again 
proved instrumental in bringing the scum of 
society to book. Such infiltration could not 
possibly be effective unless the police off- 
icers concerned gave signs to the criminal 
fraternity by which they could insinuate 
themselves into the latter’s confidence. 
Such practices are not particularly pleasant, 
we would grant, and least of all can they 
be pleasant to those obliged by duty to en- 
gage in them, but they are a necessary 
price that has to be paid in the, fight to 
clean up crime and vice in society, and we 
should be grateful to those policemen in- 
volved who perform a duty which few of us 


the matter. 
icians patronise such establishments? 


would care to perform ourselves — being as 
it is always dirty and sometimes dangerous. 
As far as trapping importuners is concerned, 
anything that will curb the activities of 
these vile and filthy specimens and bring 
them to justice is to be welcomed. 

Dr. Hampson hotly denies that he was 
guilty of the action alleged by the police 
officer. We have no way of knowing 
whether he is telling the truth or not. What 
is beyond dispute, however, is that he was 
present at the gay strip club on the occasion 
on which the incident was supposed to have 
occurred. Is it appropriate for a junior 
minister of the Government to attend such 
places? This question surely is the crux of 
How many other leading polit- 
We 
think the public has a right to know. 


Keep Britain tidy! 


Mr. Denis Kempson is a road sweeper in 
Putney, S.W. London. Recently he was 
passing down a street that only shortly 
before he had himself tidied up. He spotted 
a shopper, Mr. Clifford Diggins, throwing a 
plastic wrapper onto the pavement. Mr. 
Kempson was not pleased. “Pick that up or 
I'll nick you, he said to Mr. Diggins. 

The latter refused to comply and the 
issue was brought to the attention of the 
local police, who informed Mr. Kempson 
that the dropping of litter was a civil off- 
ence, not a criminal one, and that if he 
wished to pursue the case he would have to 
take Mr. Diggins to court in a civil action. 

Mr. Kempson was a bit more determ- 
ined a person than today’s average Briton 
and he did just that. Mr. Diggins was found, 
guilty and given a six-month conditional 
discharge. 

We totally sympathise with Mr. Kemp- 
son and commend his initiative and persist- 
ence. His experience was similar to that of 
our Editor, who recently passed by a shop in 
Hove, Sussex, into which had just walked a 
young man after throwing a piece of paper 
wrapping onto the pavement outside. Our 
Editor picked up the wrapping and pursued 
the young man into the shop, presenting the 
wrapping to him and courteously informing 
him that he had dropped it. “No,” said the 


young man, “I intended to throw it away.” 


Thereupon he was informed by our Editor 
that, as a local ratepayer, he objected to 
financing local refuse collection services 
only to have further strain put on them by 
litter louts who were too lazy to place their 
throwaways in bins provided for the purpose. 
Our Editor placed the wrapping in the 
breast pocket of the young man’s jacket and 
advised him to dispose of it in this way, 
then left him. It is not known what even- 
tually happened to the wrapping but when 
our Editor walked past the same spot 15 
minutes later there was no sign of it. 

Litter louts are a curse to Britain, whose 
town and city streets compare badly for tid- 
iness beside most of those in Europe. This 
isdue partly to the slackness of our laws and 
partly to the apathy and don’t-care attitude 
of too many of our people. If those who do 
care set an example, perhaps some others 
may be induced to follow. 
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THE HAM-FISTED EXPONENTS 
OF ‘DIRECT ACTION’ 


FROM TIME TO TIME I am approached 
by people who, frustrated at the difficul- 
ties involved in the legal political process 
and revolted by the humbug inherent in 
the ‘democratic’ system which denies to 
us in practice the rights it is supposed to 
embrace in theory, hint that the time has 
come for Nationalists to abandon the 
hope of advancing their cause by lawful 
means and to opt instead for the use of 
violence and terror. 7 

My customary reply to these self- 
appointed strategists is to throw the ball 
back into their own court and to suggest 
to them that they go away and practise 
what they preach before setting them- 
selves up as spokesmen for the methods 
they advocate. Usually that is the last I 
ever hear from them on the subject, for 
most of them are just grandiose talkers 
whose courage in risking placing them- 
selves on the wrong side of the law stands 
in inverse proportion to the size of their 
mouths. 

I do, however, just occasionally hear 
hints of the same sort of language from 
people whose active record does entitle 
them to some respect and attention, and 
it is perhaps time to deal a little more 
seriously with the arguments that they 
put forward — particularly as the claims 
they make concerning the fraudulence of 
the ‘democratic’ system are proven beyond 
dispute. Is there then an alternative to the 
legal process? And what are the moral and 
practical arguments for and against it? 

The moral question can be dealt with 
relatively. briefly. Whilst Nationalists 
should always reject out of hand the 
revolting IRA practice of committing out- 
rages which cause death and mutilation to 


innocent people not involved in the 


conflicts at issue, there can be, to my 
mind, no ethical objection whatever to 
the use of physical force against legitimate 
political targets, whether these be indi- 
viduals who have committed acts of 
treason against race and nation or estab- 
lishments and amenities used by them for 
that purpose. We are at war with these 
people because they clearly are at war 
with us, and in a state of war there are no 
Marquis of Queensbury rules. 


NOT PRACTICAL 


This is all presuming, however, that 
conditions exist which make such a 
strategy and tactics PRACTICAL. In my 
opinion, no such conditions do exist at 
the present time. 

What are these conditions then? I 
will name the two most important ones. 

(1) A political climate must exist 
among the general mass of pedple which 
is ready to support, in large measure, the 
use of violent means for the purposes at 
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hand. Only in the limited area of Northern 
Ireland and in the limited context of the 
Loyalist/Republican conflict there is it 
likely that there is such a climate. Where 
that climate does not exist, the use of 
violence will be counter-productive. 

(2) Those disposed to employ such 
violence and force must be of sufficient 
calibre, both individually and as an 
organisation, and must be able to act with 
sufficient professionalism to be able to 
outwit and evade the highly professional 
and expertly organised forces of the State 
which will be deployed against them. If 
they are not, the majority of them will 


quickly end up pursuing their romantic © 


visions of violent revolutionary action 
from the seclusion of jail cells. 

With regard to this latter condition, 
we have recently had confirmed by certain 


revelations what I have long known by 


observation and enquiry: that Britain’s 
home-grown revolutionary frontfighters 
— and I mean those who are prepared to 
act instead of just talk — are such a crowd 
of chumps that they could not effectively 
promote an uprising of Animal Farm 
proportions, let alone revolutionary 


action against an advanced modern state. | 


EASY 


This was made clear by the ease with 
which such a character as Mr. Ray Hill was 
able to penetrate their network and gain 
access to their secrets and plans. Mr. Hill 
was, as will be known, for a time a 
member of the British National Party. At 
no time during the tenure of that member- 
ship, however, did we trust him sufficiently 
to be prepared to disclose to him any truly 
confidential information — despite the 
fact that no such information would in 
our case have included any plans for illegal 
action. On the other hand, had such plans 
existed we would have been doubly 
circumspect about disclosing anything to 
Mr. Hill. We tolerated his presence amongst 
us, despite some inner 
precisely because as a party we had 
nothing to hide — at least in the way of 
secrets that could have led to prosecution. 

But where these Toytown revo- 
lutionaries were concerned it was another 
matter. Their preparedness to admit Hill 
into their confidence just on the strength 
of the fact that he was a. big talker betrays 
their pathetic amateurishness and ham- 
fistedness. What unbelievable goons they 
were, and how thoroughly they deserved 


the public embarrassment and ridicule. 


reservations, 


they invited upon themselves! 

I have often counselled my friends 
that the Nationalist movement is riddled 
with infiltrators, and that everyone who 
comes along who looks as if he might 


. play more than just a minor role in the 


movement should be treated with caution 
until we know him sufficiently to be able 
to judge that he is not likely to be such 
an infiltrator. 

To my mind, this presence of the 
enemy in our midst — and pending the 
time when we have managed to build up a 
rock-hard, watertight cadre of absolutely 
reliable Nationalists — makes it all the 
more easy for us to be sabotaged from 
the inside — if we are foolish enough to 
place our heads ina noose by invovlement 
in activities which would permit the 
establishment to land us all in prison for a 
large part of our remaining lives. 


KEEP WITHIN LAW 


It is for this reason that, for the fore- 
seeable future, I urge everybody in the 
strongest possible terms not be be 
persuaded by the ‘big talkers’ into forms 
of action that will land them, if caught, 
into long captivity. The establishment is 
in a position to make rings round any 
organisation that Nationalists can devise, 
with the present personnel available, for 
the carrying out of illegal acts in the 
promotion of the Nationalist cause — and 
that establishment is ready to pounce on 
us the very moment that we give it even 
the whiff of evidence that we are up to 
such tricks. | 

None of what I have said precludes 
our right and our duty to act vigorously 
against any thugs who try physically to 
smash up our meetings or to intimidate 
our members individually. The BNP 
member is given the prerogative in our. 
Constitution to defend himself if attacked 
or to go to the defence of others if they 
are attacked. 

This, however, is entirely a different 
matter to organised, planned and pre- 
meditated acts of violence which could as 
their consequence lead to loss of limb or 
of life to the victim. For such acts the 
penalty that the State imposes is a severe 
one, and probably would be the most 
severe that the law allows in cases where 
Nationalists could be proven as being the 
culprits. 

Therefore I say to everyone: leave | 
that kind of thing alone, whatever your 
feelings and whatever the temptation. 
There is only one way forward at the 
present time, and that is the way of legality. 
It is not an easy way, I know, but all 
other ways lead in one direction: jail. - 
Yes, and I have been there for my politics 
— twice. I know what I am talking about. 


The extraordinary case of 
James Keegstra 


ONE OF THE REASONS why this 
magazine takes a less than reverent 
attitude towards the system known as 
‘Democracy’ is that we recognise that 
“system, at least in its modern form, to 
be based on a fraud, a swindle which 
covers up its deficiencies by the claim 
that it grants to the people certain 
‘freedoms’ and ‘rights’, while in real 
life those things only exist on paper. 
Behind the facade of ‘Democracy’ in 
almost every country which purports 
to be governed by that system there 
exists the reality of tyranny. 

Canada is a typical example, and 
no better illustration of this can be 
found than the appalling Keegstra case. 

James Keegstra is a 49-year-old ex- 
schoolteacher in Eckville, Alberta. In 
addition, he was until recently mayor 
of the town. He was, and still is, one 
of the most highly respected members 
of the local community. 

Mr. Keegstra’s problems began 
when in 1982 he queried in his school- 
room the truth of the ‘Holocaust’ 
legend, and suggested to his pupils 
that there was more than one view on 
the question of whether the alleged 
mass-extermination of the Jews in 
Germany in World War II actually 
occurred. 


JEWS SWOOP 


In no time the powerful Zionist 
network which virtually rules Canada 
sprang into action. After Jewish 
pressure upon the local education 
authority, Keegstra was fired from his 
teaching job. Later the Minister of 
Education for Alberta Province revoked 
his teaching certificate and thus 
banned him from engaging in his 
profession entirely. 

This was despite the fact that 
Keegstra was widely regarded as an 
inspiration to his students and was 
welcomed by their parents, who were 
greatly impressed with the eagerness 
with which their children did their 
homework. 

The spotlight of all Canada was 
turned on the small Western town 
where Keegstra had lived and worked, 
and the mass media whipped up an 
hysterical hate campaign against him. 
This culminated in the forcing of a 
new election for the post of mayor of 
Eckville in which Keegstra, in the 
wake of the massive propaganda war 
against him, was defeated by 278 
votes to 123. When this propaganda 


war is considered, the number of votes 
he did manage to win was testimony 
to the popularity and respect accorded 
to him in the local community. 


PROSECUTION 


The next step taken by the estab- 
lishment to silence and intimidate 
Keegstra was a prosecution brought 
by the Attorney General for Alberta 
in which Keegstra was charged with 
“wilfully promoting hatred” against 
an ethnic and religious group — a 
‘crime’ in Canada just as it is in Britain. 
It is an extraordinary commentary on 
the double standards prevailing today 
that to proclaim the ‘Holocaust’ story 
as true is not “wilfully promoting 
hatred” against Germans but to pro- 
claim it as false is “wilfully promoting 
hatred” against Jews! 

Parallel with this development was 
a frantic campaign conducted by 
Canada’s Jews and their lackeys to 
‘undo’ what had been done by 
Keegstra’s influence in Eckville, parti- 
cularly among school students. Various 
delegations of the ‘Chosen’ descended 
upon the small town with crates of 
one-sided books and propaganda films. 
Six Eckville youngsters were flown to 


Vancouver to stay in Jewish homes 


and visit a synagogue. The campaign 
to get Keegstra relieved of his teaching 


job was apparently led by a Catholic, 
Mrs. Margaret Andrew, who was vexed, 
not only at his views about the ‘Holo- 
caust’, but also at his assertion in the 
classroom that there was a link between 
Marxism and the IRA — an easily 
provable fact to which the most 
authentic testimony comes from the 
IRA itself! Mrs. Andrew circulated a 
petition among the 900 townspeople 
to get Keegstra sacked from the school 
but only managed to obtain 60 signa- 
tures. Meanwhile a counter-petition in 
his support which was organised by 
and among 116 high school students 
was signed by no less than 94 of them 
(81 per-cent!). 

But in ‘democratic’ Canada this did 
not save Keegstra from losing his job. 

The preliminary hearing of the 


prosecution against Keegstra is due to 


be held early this month, so as we go 
to press the outcome of the case is 
not known. What has happened to 
James Keegstra so far, however, should 
give cause for sober reflection among 
those who imagine that in countries 
like Canada ‘democratic’ freedoms 
actually exist. The case is not entirely 
dissimilar to that involving Robert 
Faurisson, a university lecturer in 
France (another ‘Democracy’) who 
also dared to call the ‘Holocaust’ story 
into question, and whose experience 
we reported in Spearhead in April 
1980 and August 1982. 


KEEGSTRA 
Dared question the ‘Holocaust’ | 
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THE MORALITY OF OUR RACE 


—THEN AND NOW 


by 
KENNETH McKILLIAM 
(B.A. Hons.) 


Mother and children. Our ancestors honoured Woman as the giver of life. 


ET 


TWO THOUSAND YEARS ago the proud 


Roman historian Publius Cornelius Tacitus 
wrote his great book, Germania. Tacitus was 
used to the debauchery and loose living of 
the Roman world in which women were 
things to be used, and it is through these 
eyes that he looks upon the German world. 
The word ‘German’ is a Celtic one and 
means ‘closely related’: in a sense a brother 
and sister. These people lived in Diutiskland, 
Gotland or the Land of God. Tacitus writes: 
“They were an unadulterated nation of 
people much alike in spite of great numbers, 
blue eyed of stubborn view, reddish blond 
hair, tall stature. Their posture is free and 
frank — their bravery defies wounds and 
death, their courage can grow into a rage... 
a people without cunning or deceit.” 

Tacitus . praises the German woman. 
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German idealism regarded the woman as 
holy, the mother .of brave generations, a 
prophetess. The chastity of the German 
women is praised by Tacitus as “her highest 
adornment which, if abandoned, was never 
forgiven; not beauty, nor youth nor wealth 
would find her a man.” Just think of what 
the sons of present day debauched tarts will 
think of their mothers, harridans who have 
sold their honour for Jewish gold on Holly- 
wood casting couches. 

Tacitus. continues: “There were no 
laughs about vice and seduction, and 
tolerance of corruption does not rank as 
timely with them ... Only virgins enter into 
marriage, which is consumated only once, 
with the hope and pledge of the wife. Thus 
they receive only one man, as one body and 
one life, so that no thoughts reach beyond; 


the sensual desire extends no further, so that 
they love in him the husband as well as the 
marriage.” 


NO ‘BIRTH CONTROL’ 


“They hold it a. crime to limit the 
number of children or to kill any one of the 
new-born, and here good morals attain more 


than elsewhere good laws. Only late do. 


young men learn of love; undiminished 
therefore -is their masculine power .. . also 
they do not hurry to marry off their young 
girls. They possess the same fresh youthful- 
ness and a similar tall stature. Equal in 
strength, they wed their young men and the 
children reflect the healthy and strong 
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nature of their parents.” 

“Very rare for such a numerous people is 
adultery, which is immediately punished by 
the husband . . . The solemn wedding cere- 
mony reminds the wife from the beginning 
that she does not stand outside the male 
circle of interest and the changeable fortunes 
of war, that she becomes the companion of 
_ the husband in distress and danger and that 
she must share his fate in peace and war. 
This is the meaning of the team of oxen, the 
saddled horse and the offered weapons. In 
this spirit shall the wife live and die: what 
she received she must pass on to her children 
as undefiled and undamaged property, worthy 
to be received by a daughter-in-law and 
worthy to be passed on again to her children.” 

Thus in Germania Tacitus praised our 
ancestors. It is an incomparable monument 
of honour to the Germanic race of which we 
are a part. The great Roman historian 
contrasts the corruption and total decay of 
the Roman culture with the health and high 
morality of the Germanic peoples: the Goths, 
Visigoths, Vandals, Angles, Saxons, Celts 
and Vikings. 

The ideal of a beautiful stable relation- 
ship for bringing up children in the world is 
enshrined in the Marriage Service of our 
ancient Book of Common Prayer compiled 
from earlier sources by Archbishop Cranmer. 
Here the man promises his lady that he will 
love, comfort, honour and keep her in 
sickness and in health as long as life shall 
last. He further declares: ‘With my body I 
thee worship and with all my worldly goods 
I thee endow.” The woman, for her part, 
promises that she will have her man and hold 
him “from this day forth, for better and for 
worse, for richer and for poorer, in sickness 
and in health, to love, cherish and obey till 
death us do part.” Thus we find carried out 
an idea of the Germanic peoples. 


HONOUR TO WOMEN 


If ever a person deserves our honour, 
reverence and respect it is she who has given 
us life, the progenitor of our race, and this 
same respect we must give to all our women 
who have been, or will be, the means of 


bringing our descendants into the world. We © 


sincerely hope that our women will remain 
worthy of our respect. _ 

Concerning other living creatures, I have 
watched the troupes of Baboon on the banks 
of the Webi Schebelli River. The largest and 
most powerful male controls all the females 
and keeps off all other males. I have been in 
the villages of Africa. There the woman is 
the property of the male and serves all his 
needs. The male can have as many women as 


he can afford and therefore many children 


to carry on his name. Among the mixed 
breeds of mankind the woman takes a lowly 
place. The Muslim can have a plurality of 
wives as laid down by the Koran and wives 
-cannot inherit the husband’s property and 
can be divorced simply by the male declar- 
ation. The Hindu until recently burnt widows 
alive on the husband’s funeral pyre. The 
Chinese destroyed female children. 

The sturdy yeomanry of Ancient Rome 
had been destroyed by the influx of foreign 
elements from the Roman Empire bringing 
in strange cultures and religions, until it 
became the debauched society it was in the 
days of Tacitus. The same thing is happening 


in these islands of ours. 
Elizabethan England, a talented and 


creative community, enticed the alien usurers - 


to put this creativity to their own purposes 
and changes had to be made to accommodate 
these foreigners. With the creeping poverty, 
misgovernment, lawlessness and corruption 
in Africa and Asia now that the white man 
has left, the law and order and comparative 
wealth of the British Isles has attracted the 
aliens to crowd into the white man’s country, 
and alien laws have been passed by an un- 
concerned Parliament to accommodate them. 
All this has been done purposely by aliens 
who have gained control of our money and 
mass media. 

If one wants to destroy a nation, one 
has to destroy its family life, and to destroy 
family life one must debauch the people and 
undermine their culture, their faith and 
morals. In Protocol XIV of the Protocols of 
Zion we read: “In countries known as pro- 
gressive and enlightened, we have created a 
senseless, filthy and abominable literature”; 
and in Protocol X we read: “We shall destroy 
among the Goyim the importance of the 
family and its educational value, and remove 
the possibility of individual minds splitting 
off, for the mob, handled by us, will not let 
them come to the front nor even give them 
a hearing.” 

Family life is the cement that binds the 
nation, and the strength of the family 
depends upon the respect, care and consider- 
ation of every member of the family for 


each other, the example of the parents being - 


passed on to the children. This example has 
its basis in the culture of the nation. More 
particularly, the procreative operation by 
which new developing individual personalities 
are brought into the world is a sacred trust 
handed on to us by our ancestors, for this is 
the purpose of the gift of the sexual instinct; 
any misuse of this God-given gift is filthy 
and degenerate and worse than animal 
behaviour. 

Therefore an enemy, to destroy our 
national life, must attack the family, destroy 
the sanctity of marriage, debauch the sexual 
instincts and destroy the individuality of the 
person. 

To do this, the enemy must attack the 
culture of the nation and attempt to show 
by ridicule and pseudo-science that this is 
outdated, and gain control of the mass 
education and information media, and more 
especially of the educators, religious teachers 
and mass informers. This entails the control 
of newspapers, journals, cinema, advertising 
and the television screen and the training of 
clergy, teachers, journalists and librarians. 


WAR AGAINST MORALS 


In Protocol II of the Protocols of Zion 
we read: “Through the Press we have gained 
the power to influence while remaining our- 
selves in the shade,” and in Protocol VII: 
“We must compel the government of the 
Goyim to take action in the direction 
favoured by our widely conceived plan, 
already approaching the desired consum- 
mation, by what we shall represent as public 
Opinion, secretly prompted by us through 
the means of that so called ‘Great Power’ — 
the Press, which with a few exceptions that 
may be disregarded, is already in our hands.” 

The Khazar Jew-controlled Hollywood 


Film Industry sends out a constant stream of 
bottom-rate films illustrating lewdness, nude 
encounters, debauchery, bedroom sex and 
race-mixing which appeals to the lower 
instincts, in order to destroy the modesty and 
morals of our younger generation and present 
such debauchery as ‘normal behaviour’. 
Tarts and roués presented as actors are used 
for this purpose. On Tuesday, 20th March 
1984 a filthy film, Rudolph Valentino, was 
shown on Channel 4, based on a book written 
by Brad Steiger (not an Eskimo). This film 
showed masturbation, homosexuality and 
lewdness. The person placed in charge of this 
television outlet for our indoctrination and 
brainwashing by the government is a Jeremy 
Isaacs (not a Zulu). That self-appointed 
educator of the Goyim, Claire Raynor, 
referred on the television screen to the pro- 
creative act of our people as ‘just a giggle’. 
Some films show just what Negroes, Asiatics 
and half castes can do to our women. Some 
items are presented as ‘education’, some as 
‘entertainment’. Much money is made by the 
presenters of this debauchery and filth. 

In the making of films, subliminal 
psychology is used. Scenes and activities are 
shown in the background which do not 
immediately register on the consciousness 
but are retained in the memory; the present- 
ation can be increased at later showings. A 
naked white woman dancing with a Negro 
will be shown in the background. Such 
scenes will gradually be brought more to the 
foreground in later showings to accustom 
the viewer to such events and to change 
attitudes. 

The same race of people gained control 
of the selection of items for presentation 
which are but undercover propaganda for 
the destruction of our modesty and morals. 
For our entertainment we have so-called 
‘comics’ with minds like cesspools making 
lewd sick jokes about our mothers, sisters 
and daughters and the sex act is made to 
cause the laughter (mostly canned) of mind- 
less asses. 

In our schools raw sex education is 
taught to our children by left-wing teachers, 
without reference to affection, care and 
responsibility — so essential to civilised 
society, and then these same people wring . 
their hands at the number of under-age girls 
on “The Pill’ and the number of teenage girl 
one-parent families. 

The ‘Welshman’, Leo Abse, assisted by 
Archbishop Michael Ramsey, brought in the 
Act to make homosexuality acceptable, 
which is contrary to Holy Writ. The son of 
the manse and Liberal leader, David Steel, 
brought in the law to make the murder of 
unborn children acceptable. The clergy, the 
so-called guardians of our faith and morals, 
are useless, with Sodomite priests marrying 
Sodomites in their churches with the 
apparent approval of their bishops. If our 
ancestors came back they would regard us as - 
degenerates. | | | 

There is only one answer to the present 
state of affairs, and that is racial segregation 
or separate development. Then the Asians 
and the Negroes can develop their own 


culture in their own countries at their own 


speed and take with them any ideas and 
customs of the white race which they may 
feel of benefit to themselves. Thus we can 
develop along the lines laid down by our 
ancestors towards the ideals suitable to our 


own culture. 
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The Religious Question: 
personal reflections 


ONE OF THE WORST dangers threatening 
the Nationalist movement is that its adherents 
might become split-on questions of religion. 
Should we, in order to avoid this, suppress 
any argument on religious matters in our 
columns and pretend that religion is a ‘non- 
issue’? Or should we feature a frank and 
open debate among Nationalists expounding 
both the Christian and non-Christian points 
of view? As readers will know, our policy so 
far has been to adopt the latter course. 

The reactions to this have been interest- 
ing. From the non-Christian side there has 
been some criticism of the Christian view- 
point, as expressed in these columns, but no 
condemnation of the idea of debate itself. 
We have not been accused by non-Christian 
readers of acting as a mouthpiece for Chris- 
tianity because we have printed articles in 
support of the Christian position. From the 
Christian side, on the other hand, we have 
courted some resentment by the fact- of our 
having printed articles written from the 
opposite point of view, and have indeed 
been accused of ‘Godlessness’ in so doing. 
Some Christians among our readers, in other 
words, have proved to be less tolerant of 
contrary views than the non-Christians. 

This poses to me a temptation to drop 
the debate entirely and henceforth to exclude 
from our columns any views on religious 
matters lest they offend a certain section of 
our readership. I do not want to lose readers, 


anymore than any other Editor or Publisher, | 


and it is a fact that a few such readers did 


discontinue their subscriptions after the 


expression a year or So ago of some opinions 
not pleasing to Christians. My protests that 
these views belonged to their authors 
personally and were not representative of 
any ‘policy’ of our magazine fell on deaf 
ears. The heresy of the views themselves was 
compounded by my heresy in allowing them 
to be published. 


ROLE IN MODERN WORLD 


After some consideration, however, I 
feel that I would be wrong to hide the 
debate away in the cupboard. The religious 
question cannot possibly be avoided in any 
serious study of the historical process by 
which the Western World has come to its 
present position. Nor can it be avoided in an 
analysis of what is going on in the world 
today. Almost the entire establishment of 
the Church, whether in its Catholic or 
_.Protestant form, is now allied, seemingly 
inextricably, with the forces of political 
liberalism, internationalism, multi-racialism 
and Western self-destruction. To oppose and 
effectively fight these forces without recog- 
~- nising how much the Church is a part of 
them would seem to me about as sensible as 
trying to protect oneself against germ warfare 
without acknowledging the chemical and 
bacteriological components out of which it 
has been developed. 


Perhaps up to this’ point there need be 
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no controversy. Of course, Christian Nation- 
alists will affirm, the Church has been sub- 
verted. What passes for Christ’s gospel today 
is nothing but a perversion of what that 
gospel was intended to be originally. Much 
quotation from the Bible running contrary 
to the liberal, internationalist viewpoint will 
be used to support that affirmation, and 
some of it indeed has appeared in these 
columns. Among those who adopt this 
position there are several whom I number as 
my most valued friends and collaborators. 

Opposed to this argument is the view 
which is perhaps most articulately and 
eruditely expressed by Professor Revilo P. 
Oliver, whom I have not met personally but 
with whom I have.now corresponded for 
long enough and in sufficient depth for me 
to consider him at least a friend by proxy 
and whose vast knowledge and intelligence 
entitle him to be listened to with great 
respect. In the opinion of Professor Oliver, 
the position taken by the Church in modern 
times represents only a reversion to its 
original form of ‘being a basically anti- 
Western, anti-Aryan doctrine, and its alliance 
with pro-Western, pro-Aryan forces over the 
intervening centuries represented a deviation 
from its intended course, conditioned by the 
political circumstances pertaining in Europe 
during that period. 

For me to take up the cudgels for or 
against either of these viewpoints would 
involve me opposing men whose acquaintance 
with the history of the Church is far more 
learned than mine, and I do not therefore 
propose to enter into the argument. It seems 
to me anyway to be self-evident that the 
Bible is so full of varied quotations that 
almost anybody can find almost anything in 
it to support his point of view if he looks 
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hard enough and is prepared to be sufficiently 
elastic in his interpretation of words. The 
Bible may be almost likened to a party 
political manifesto in that there is something 
in it for everybody. 

Then there is the argument between 
Divinity and Evolution. I have been interested 
in this argument from quite an early age but 
am today no nearer resolving it than I was as 
an adolescent. One opinion, which it seems 
extremely difficult to refute, is that all life 
on this earth must be regulated by some 
super-human spirit and ‘brain’, to which we 
in the Western World have given the name 
‘God’; otherwise just how are all the intricate 
mechanics of reproduction, the weather, the 
seasons and the yielding of sustenance from 
the earth to be explained? Against this, 
however, is the question that if there is such 
a Superhuman power just what is its (or his) 
origin? Who or what created it (or him)? The 
certainty of the theory of divinity falls on 
this question. 

To this the evolutionist will come along 
and give the answer that all the things which 
the religious ascribe to divinity — all the 
intricate workings of life, that is — can be 
explained in terms of millions of years 
evolution of the species from some original 
matter. Yet this theory stumbles upon the 
same obstacle: the question, again, of what 
went before. What was the origin of the 
origin? Once more we are in the field of 
questions of infinity of time, which have 
never been explained and in all probability 
never will be explained. 


THE AGNOSTIC VIEW | 


It is for this reason that I cannot adopt 
any other position over religious matters 
than that of an agnostic, which word is 
derived simply from the expression “Don’t 
know”. To be an agnostic is not to deny 
God — as seems to be assumed by those who 
equate agnosticism with atheism; it is only 
‘to say that God’s existence is neither proven 
nor disproven and that, even were it to be 
assumed as proven, this leaves many questions 
unanswered as to the precise form that God 
takes, the nature of his will, the origin of the 
human soul, its destiny after life, etc. 

Like every other child with a mind of 
their own, I began at an early age to question 
the miracles. Could there be such a thing as 
an immaculate conception or a virgin birth? 
Could the coming of Jesus have been foreseen 
by the prophets? Was there a resurrection? 
Some of the extraordinary phenomena sur- 
rounding Jesus can be explained in terms of 
extraordinary powers. That he was an excep- 
tional personality with something amounting’ 
to a hypnotic influence on those around him 
is quite feasible, and this could account for 
an ability to cure the sick and the disabled 
which is possessed today by numerous faith 
healers and which need not require the ~ 
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exercise of anything more than an exceptional 
magnetism and will, which transfers itself to 
others and makes possible the triumph of 
mind over matter. In another form the same 
human powers are exhibited by those who 
are able to lie on a bed of nails or walk on 
burning coals. Science has demonstrated that 
such things are possible, although they may 
still defy physical explanation. But the 
circumstances of the birth and later resurrec- 
tion of Christ; to which I have referred earlier, 
are of an entirely different order of plausi- 
bility. I could not believe as a boy that they 
were possible, and I do not believe it today. 


FALSE 


And of course such stuff and nonsense 
are not believed by the vast majority of 
leading clerics, and have not been throughout 
the ages; they are simply part of the grand 
mythology that is necessary, to some degree, 
to all great movements in history, religious 
and political. I have had it put to me by a 
political opponent that the idea of the 
Nation is a myth. In a certain context I can 
agree with that appraisal, but it does not 
deter me from believing that such a myth is 
a very desirable and necessary one in our 
quest for a better society in this country. No 
doubt the fairy-tale legends of the Church 
have been thoroughly deliberated over by its 
leading intellects across the centuries and 
have in conclusion been retained, not because 
they stand up to half a minute’s intelligent 
Scrutiny, but because they are part of the 
essential spiritual panoply without which the 
Church would fall apart. To tolerate any 
official questioning of them would be to 


let in the thin end of the wedge which opens © 


the floodgates of unbelief, and that would 
mean the end of the Church as we know it. 
There is method in the Church’s rejection 
of such a proposal. 


DOCTRINE OF HELL 


Even more so with the doctrine that 
sinners are consigned after death to an inferno 
somewhere under the earth where their 
bodies are barbecued on red hot coals for all 
time. Just how many churchgoers actually 
believe this is a matter of conjecture but we 
may assume that the majority is prepared to 
accept allegorically the message that it 
conveys: that some awful fate awaits those 
who transgress, and that, though we may not 


be absolutely certain what that fate is, the- 


‘wise and safe course is to insure ourselves 
against it by the avoidance of any such trans- 
gression. This doctrine of course has much 
to commend it as a guarantor of morality 
and social order. From the beginning of time 
leaders of society have wrestled with.the 
` problem of how to make man behave, given 
that the earthly powers of surveillance over 
his behaviour have their limit and that he 
knows of this limit. Some superstition seems 
to be required which will convince the 
would-be misbehaver that his actions, if not 
detected by his fellow men, will assuredly be 
detected by some superior power and that, 
even should he escape earthly punishment, 
retribution will come upon him in the end. 


We may scorn this doctrine but what is- 
to take the place of it? In considering our. 


answer to that question we must think, not 
on behalf of ourselves, but on behalf of the 
great mass of our compatriots (we can forget 
for a moment that abstraction called 
‘humanity’). The ‘progressive thinker’ will 
come forward with the proposition that 
education, a developing social conscience 
and material security and well being will 
guide man towards the desired standards of 
social behaviour and thus make redundant 
the religious superstitions that have formed 
the props of morality in past ages. I would 
have thought that the direction followed by 
prosperous and largely bourgeois Western 
Societies in recent decades would have 
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thoroughly demolished this theory. Higher 
Man may be able to dispense with religion, 
but Higher Man has always been thus able. 
Common Man has not so far shown that he 
can do so, and ‘morals’ as we understand the 
term have always been to do with finding a 
code that can govern the conduct of 
Common Man. 


EMOTIONAL PROP 


The role of superstition is not only 
useful in the enforcement of an acceptable 
social morality; it also has its value as an 
emotional prop. There can hardly be one of 
us who does not know someone who has 
suffered the agony of bereavement but who 
is comforted in that agony by the thought 
their nearest and dearest who has left this 
world still remains intact in some other world, 
if only in spiritual form, and maintains a kind 


of indefinable ‘contact’ with themselves by 


means of those forces of the spirit — a contact 
to be strengthened at such time as the one 
who is now living departs also for that other 
world. The ‘progressive thinker’ will of 
course sneer at that sentiment but he could 
do a lot worse than leave it alone. Millions of 


‘people derive emotional sustenance from it, 


and who is to say that that does them or 
their fellows any harm? Knock such a prop 
away and what have you achieved? A great 
many very unhappy people who will be none 
the better, wiser or useful as citizens for 
their unhappiness! 

This is perhaps the right point at which 


to come back to the question touched upon 
earlier in this article and which I declined to 
answer out of deference to others who are 
better qualified to do so: whether Christianity 
as presently expounded is the true doctrine 
as established by its founder or a mere perver- 
sion of that doctrine. Apart from other 
reasons for avoiding that argument, I avoid it 
also because I cannot see it, at least within 
our lifetime, being conclusively resolved. Of 
much more immediate importance are certain 
vital ethical questions which must be faced 
head-on and over which both Christians and 
non-Christians must achieve a consensus of 
agreement. Let us now examine what those 
questions are. 

Many of them concern matters of private 
and public morality which, whether we like 
it or not, intrude into the field of politics. It 
is sometimes said that politics and religion 
should not be mixed, and this assertion is 
usually rejected on the left by those who say 
that contemporary politics involve so many 
urgent moral issues that the Church cannot 
possibly remain neutral upon them. 

Actually, I find myself in agreement 
with the left on this basic rule — though 
certainly not with the stand taken by the 
Church on most questions in accordance 
with that rule. The idea that Church and 
State, religion and politics, can be separated 
has always seemed to me to be a naive one, 
and if it has some attraction today that is 
only because, in those areas where the Church 
has intervened in matters of State, it has 
almost invariably done so on the wrong side. 


TWO ALTERNATIVES 


While my position on many aspects of 
Christianity will have become clear in this 
article, I have to say that faced with a choice 
between seeing society governed by tradi- 
tional Christian principles or governed in the 
vacuum that would exist if in present circum- 
stances those principles were discarded I 
would unhesitatingly choose the former. 
Certain moral codes underpinning the vigour 
and health of Western nations have proved 
their effectiveness over many centuries and 
have in addition provided the inspiration for 
some of the most sublime creative works of 
the Western genius — in architecture, in 
music, in painting and in literature and much. 
else. The influence of Christianity has run — 
parallel and concurrent with the maintenance 
of those codes. I can accept, as Nietzsche 
States in his Genealogy of Morals, that such 
codes in many cases pre-date Christianity 
and have been absorbed. by that religion 
rather than invented by it, but this does not 
answer the question of what would happen 
if, tomorrow, Christianity was obliterated by 
decree of state and in real terms disappeared 
as an influence on men. I can offer no likeli- 
hood that an alternative system of values 
could suddenly be created which would 
meet the needs of Western morality and 
social order, which would win the hearts of 
the mass of people and which would not 
alienate us from our cultural traditions. 

To put this issue in the simplest form: 
carry out your anti-Christian revolution and 
then what will you do with St. Peter’s 
Basilica, Westminster Abbey, Leonardo’s 
Last Supper and Bach’s St. Matthew Passion? 
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THE RELIGIOUS QUESTION 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


Where would stand the novels of Dostoevsky, 
heavily impregnated with Christian faith yet 
full of sturdy messages of Racial Nationalism? 

With these considerations in mind, I 
believe it irrelevant to discuss whether or not 
it was a good thing that Christianity was 
implanted in the Western World through the 
offices of the Roman Empire and has ever 
since provided much of the bricks and 
mortar of our culture and civilisation; the 
fact is that it was and it has. I see no point in 
debating whether it be a good thing that 
Christianity occupy a central place in the 
future development of the West; the fact is 
that it will — not necessarily in the minds of 
those leading statesmen who shape world 
politics but certainly in the minds and hearts 
of the millions of white and European men 
and women who will represent the bulk of 
our coming generations. 

The vital question therefore is simply 
one of what direction Christianity will take 
in the future. To what purpose will the 
soaring spires of our great cathedrals and the 
glorious tones of the choral masterpieces of 
Bach, Handel and Beethoven inspire people 
of our race in the future? When in Beet- 
hoven’s Ninth Symphony the words are 
sung: “‘Seid umschlungen, Millionen! Diesen 
kuss der ganzen Welt!” which millions and 
which world will they mean? Every two- 
legged mammal on the face of the globe? Or 
that world which gave, and alone could give, 
birth to such music, that world which is 
specifically Aryan and Western? 

On this question rests the biggest of 
issues: If Christianity is to survive as part of 
the tradition of the West, which I maintain it 
will, and if at the same time it is to serve to 
strengthen rather than weaken Western Man, 
which we will all agree it must, we must 
‘make a vital decision: can Christian principles 
realistically be made to have a universal 
application? Can they, in other words, serve 
as a Standard of conduct for all nations and 
races, including conduct between our own 
race and nation and races and nations of 
vastly different stock and character? Or 
should they simply govern codes of behaviour 
between individuals and groups within our 
own nation and race and, at the very widest, 
between our nation and other nations within 
‘the orbit of Western culture and civilisation? 


MORAL REVIVAL ESSENTIAL 


I am convinced that if our own nation, 
Britain, is to be restored to health internally 
there must be a revival within the country of 
moral values not dissimilar to those upheld 
by our Christian churches down the centuries. 
On this we may, I hope, achieve consensus 
between Christian and non-Christian patriots. 

I am equally convinced that, if Britain 
and the British race are to survive and prosper 
in an inclement world, we must be prepared 
to conduct our dealings with other races 
according to a vastly different code to that 
that we apply to members of our own. This 
is the only realistic policy when it is con- 
sidered that Western Man is a racial minority 
amid a sea of humanity consisting mainly of 
peoples who find our own Western codes of 
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kindness, fairness, justice and humanitari- 
anism utterly incomprehensible, and who 
simply regard our Western morals as a 
convenient device whereby they can persuade 
us to drop our defences prior to their kicking 
us in the crutch. 

I firmly believe that we must drop the 
idea that Christianity is something that can 
be exported to every corner of the globe and 
made to apply to the most lowly and 
wretched races in the same way that it is 
applied to our own race. I believe also that 
we must abandon the supposition that the 
Christian charity we exercise towards the less 
fortunate among our own people should be 
extended to every two-legged being on earth. 

In every moral question that confronts 
us, I believe that we must adopt the rule that 
race survival is the highest law and the 
ultimate imperative. 

A vital condition of race survival is inner 
racial cohesion — a state of amity and 
harmony between members of our own race 
and the will to work together for the common 
racial good. The practice of Christianity 
among ourselves is not incompatible with 
that purpose but, in the case of many of our 
people, contributory towards it. 

The other vital condition of race survival 
is that we conduct our dealings with alien 
races with a view solely to our own racial 
advantage, and that in that regard we are 
prepared to act with utter ruthlessness when 
the interests of our race dre at stake. 

To take one example of this, we have to 
look no further than the issue of repatriation 
of Britain’s coloured immigrant population. 
It is clear now that a massive majority in this 
country recognises that the coloured 
immigrant invasion has been a bad thing. Yet 
nothing like the size of that majority is so 
far prepared to support the only policy that 
can effectively reverse the consequences of 
that invasion: a policy of total repatriation 
of the immigrant races, including their off- 
spring born in Britain, and involving, 
inevitably, laws of compulsion. 

The latter would be opposed by many 
who are by no means enthusiastic multi- 
racialists — because it would involve an 
infringement of certain mythical ‘rights’ 
supposed to belong to the immigrants and 
because it would, unavoidably in some cases, 


entail hardship to those being obliged to leave. 

A race imbued with a healthy instinct 
for survival and a robust concern for the 
priority of its own interests would not 
hesitate for two seconds, if necessary, to 
disregard the ‘rights’ of foreigners and to 
involve them in such hardship. This would 
not be done with any pleasure, and an effort 
would be made to reduce the hardship to a 
minimum, but nevertheelss the necessary 
policy would be carried out. When confronted 
with the choice of risking hardship to aliens 
or letting fester a problem which, if not 
tackled, will cause far greater hardship to 
our own kind, we British should not think 
twice about adopting the former course. 

It is a measure of how much our racial 
defences and survival mechanism have been 
undermined by: false and sloppy teachings, 
the roots of which probably go back gener- 
ations, that today the majority of Britons 
would still shirk such action. Much re- 
education has to be carried out before the 
British people become infused again with the 
will to look after their own interests and 
safeguard their own future. We are dealing 
here, not just with the matter of false 
political direction, but something deeper — a 
perverted moral sense by which Western 
peoples today are probably unique in being 
afflicted. 


SHARE OF THE BLAME 


I have to state it as a fact, and at the 
risk of offending some of my friends who 
are committed Christians, that the Church 
must bear a major share of the blame for 
creating this psychosis. And this cannot just 
be explained away in terms of a contem- 
porary ‘take-over’ of religion by liberals, 
leftists and internationalists; a state of mind 
such as I have described has deep philo- 
sophical roots; such a ‘take-over’ could not 
have occurred unless the spiritual soil was 
thoroughly favourable to it in the first place. 
We must concerr: ourselves with what gave 
rise to that kind of soil, and not just with its 
recent harvest. 

This, in my view, must involve those of 
us who are Christians engaging in a deep and 
extensive re-think about some of the most 
basic tenets of what they have come to 


regard as their own faith. I do not ask them 


to abandon that faith, as I believe that to do 
so would be futile, and as, for better or for 
worse, it is going to continue to be the 
dominating faith of the Western World for a 
long time to come — perhaps for ever. We 
must recognise, however, that Christianity 
has in past ages adjusted itself among peoples 
in accordance with the needs of national and 
race survival and has not been seen as incom- 
patible with the sometimes ruthless acts 
necessary to national and racial self-defence. 
It can be adjusted again. 

On the other hand, should Christianity 
not be capable of such adjustment, I can only 
see a further widening of the gulf between 
that faith and the new political faith that is 
essential to British and Western resurgence. 
Christianity would in that case increasingly 
lose the support of the best and most vigorous 
of the Western peoples, and wouldincreasingly 
become a doctrine’ appealing only to the 
failures, the losers, the wretched, the stupid 
and the weak. I cannot believe that this is 
what intelligent Christians really want. 


| WARNING OF | . 


MALIGNANCY 


This article was first printed in June 1957 in CANDOUR 
of Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants., to whom we give 
acknowledgements. 


© a visit to the West Country a fortnight ago I began 
to undérstand one of the reasons why there is such 
difficulty in awakening the people of this island to the 
dangers which threaten their future. The sun shone, and 
the freshness of early summer was communicated to the 
heart of the observer as his eyes rested gratefully upon the 
rich pasturelands of North Devon, and as he drank in the 
deep contentment of its valleys. So profoundly peaceful 
was the scene that those who lived there could be for- 
given for thinking that it reflected the mood of the world. 
Even one whose business it is to probe into the dark 
shadows of international intrigue could not easily recon- 
cile that quiet happiness and sense of security, which 
seemed to emanate from the good earth itself, with what 
he knew of the deadly rampage for power, and the in- 
numerable dirty deals which seem to make up pretty well 
the sum of public activities in a world being rapidly 
surrendered to wickedness. How, then, could the country- 
dwellers be blamed if they went their ways with never a 
thought for things unseen and perils unsensed? 7 


DUTY OF LEADERSHIP 


I have said and written many harsh things about the 
modern Squirearchy, and it does not occur to me that I 
should retract a single one of them. Yet, during my brief 
stay in Devonshire, I found it hard to think iil ef people 
whose imagination refused to take the jump from the 
pleasant sights of the countryside to the unpleasant 
realities which lie beyond their own immediate horizons. 
Not until I had returned to the roar and rattle of the 
Metropolis was I able to tell myself that they were never- 
theless blame-worthy. I argued in my mind. that the 
squires were still the largest inheritors, albeit in diminished 
estates, of the soil’s fecundity and of the peace of the 
woodlands and the valleys. As such, they should not 
withhold their own traditional service—the duty of 
leadership. .They should not trust the evidence of ther 
physical senses: they should make sure that all was well. 
And if, after investigating the facts, they satisfied them- 
selves that all was indeed well, then they should take 
medical advice. -So I argued to myself and so I shall 
continue to argue in public and in private. The duty of 
leadership involves the duty to use the whole of one’s 
faculties, and anybody whose combined faculties give 
assurance that there is reason to be complacent about 
Great Britain’s position in the world must be adjudged 
mentally infirm. 


There would be a sounder basis for my more tolerant 
féelings while in North Devon if the squires did not 
deliberately—or so it would seem—shrink from unpleasant 
truths when attempts are made to enlist their support. 
Two or three years ago, when we approached them, they 
told us that we were being alarmist; that there was nothing 
to fear. Since then many of them, I regret. to say, have 
passed from a state of simple myopia and complacency to 


one of acquiescence in the downward trend of our national. 


fortunes. 


My friend David Fraser-Harris was the first to focus 
my attention on this ghastly phenomenon. He did so in 
a letter from which I quote, with his permission, the 
following passage: 


A. K. CHESTERTON 


“You seem to want to convince our critics of 
Britain’s eclipse. My experience is that far frora having 
to convince -our critics of this fact it is theif principal 
argument in justifying the break-up of the Empire and 

: our increasing reliance on the U.S. When I mention 
that only a few months ago Macmillan, then Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, told us that we were the second 
wealthiest country in the world, and that more recently, 
in his first broadcast as P.M., he said that Britain was 
still a first-rate Power and that he wanted to hear no 
more about Britain being a second- or third-rate Power, 
I am met with expressions of anger and incredulity: 


“They WANT to think that Britain is a spent force; 
they WANT to think that we are becoming more and 
more dependent on dollar ‘aid’. And curiously enough, 
although if J venture to criticise the Tory leaders J am 
being disloyal, they have no compunction in retorting 
to the above arguments about Macmillan, that when he 
said those things he was not telling the truth; politicians 
have to say these things. What we have to do is to 
face the facts, such as that America is top dog—and 
why not? We have been top dog long enough; let 
somebody else take the job on. Furthermore, now that 
Russia has the H-bomb and God knows how many sub- 
marines, it would be suicidal for Britain to attempt to 
be independent of the U.S. It is curious how little 
(in some respects) of the Tory official propaganda is 
believed by the rank and file. No one believes, for 
instance, that the Empire is ‘ growing up’ or that 
Britain is a first-class Power, which must retain her 
independence. They positively WANT to be dependent 
on the U.S.; they WANT to break up the Empire.”’ 


Fraser-Harris has a trained mind. There can be no doubt, 
therefore, that as a statement of the “County” attitudes 
he has studied in Cornwall this passage conveys the exact 
and horrifying truth. 


CANCER MAY SPREAD 


‘Except for occasional forays into the enemy camp, my 
own work brings me mostly into touch with supporters, 
or near-sympathisers, of our own cause — the cause of 
resurgent Britain. It may be, therefore, that my personal 
surprise and disgust, on being told that the distemper of 
the squirearchy has now irrupted into the loathsome sup- 
purating sore described by the chairman of the League of 
Empire Loyalists, will not be shared by readers who have 
themselves witnessed the transformation which Fraser- 
Harris describes. As similar reports have not reached me 
from other parts of the country, however, it may be that 
the disease elsewhere is still in the stage when apathy and 
éomplacency continue to be the chief symptoms. In that 
event Cornwall has the dishonour—or should it be mis- 


fortune ?—to proclaim the first appearance of malignancy. 
We must be prepared for the cancer to spread. We must 
mobilise all our physical and spiritual energy to deal with 
it. Unchecked, it can do no other thing than kill. | 


DECENT INSTINCTS 


My last participation in a raid on the Conservative 
enemy was at Liss, where my friends and I rocked a 
meeting presided over by Sir Reginald Dorman-Smith. I 
remember the fury of the Admirals and Brigadiers and 
Lieut.-Commanders and Majors and the rest: as we 
protested at the acceptance of treasonable and utterly 
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ruinous policies, and it occurred to me that their rage 
represented something quite decent in them—they were 
all out for their own side, as they had been taught from 
the cradle to go all out for their own side, and the thought 
had simply never entered their heads that their side could 
go over to the enemy, let alone that for all practical 
purposes it had already gone. I had the sensation that 
we were battling against men who-knew not what they 
did: had we reason to suppose that they were men who 
positively desired the break-up of the Empire and the 
establishment of our permanent dependence on the United 
States, we should have been justified in treating them to 
a much stronger demonstration of our displeasure: I am 
sure, however, that they were nothing of the kind. They 
were decent, well-meaning people whose armour of com- 
placency protected them against the realities which we 
strove to bring home to their minds. But should they, 
and their kind throughout the country, become carriers 


of the disease reported from Cornwall, we shall seek on our 
raids to do more than rock them. We shall, politically 
speaking, pound them into dust. 


CRISIS NEEDED 


That Socialism and modern Liberalism 


represent 
advanced stages of the disease is not disputed. Conserva- 


tism, however, offers itself as an anti-toxin. Its leaders, 
we know, are prepared to forgo this function as the price 
to be paid for their leadership, but if the poison really has 
spread to the rank-and-file the sooner there is a first-class 
crisis the greater will be the chance of a life-saving amputa- 
tion of the rotted limbs. What form it will take cannot 
be foreseen. We of the Loyalist movement, while hoping 
that what is sound in the nation will triumph over what 
is decayed, and while doing our utmost to stimulate the 
recuperative process, must keep a scalpel ready should an 
emergency operation prove to be the one thing standing 
between national survival and an ignoble death. 


The determining factor will not be found in the lovely 
valleys and woodlands of North Devon, but in the spiritual 
bloodstream of the British people. 


IS SIR RICHARD ATTENBOROUGH 
planning another big anti-white-race 
propaganda film. The left-wing pro- 
ducer, fresh from his lucrative triumph 
with Gandhi, which scooped the 
Oscars at last year’s Hollywood festival 
and in the process made Attenborough 
a lot of money, was recently seen in 
South Africa meeting the wife of the 
imprisoned black terrorist leader 
Nelson Mandela. Attenborough was 
photographed in a Johannesburg news- 
paper sitting beside Mrs. Winnie 
Mandela with his hand on her arm. It 
is widely thought that Sir Richard was 
in South Africa with a view to doing a 
film which will feature both Mandela 
and another black leader Steve Biko. 
Knowing Attenborough, we do not 
need to guess too much what sort of a 
film it will be! 

The picture on the left shows 
Attenborough talking to Mrs. Winnie 
Mandela. 


RIGHT STEP 


WE HEAR that Labour leader Neil Kinnock 
| has recently set an example to all good lit- 
tle progressives by having a vasectomy. 
While in general we despise this loath- 
some practice, we feel that perhaps in Mr. 
Kinnock’s case it is not such a bad idea. 


News from round and about 


Two excellent meetings were held in 
South and North London on the 9th and 11th 
May respectively, both of which were add- 
ressed by BNP Chairman John Tyndall. Both 
attracted attendances of around 50-60 and 


both resulted in very good collections after-. 


wards. New members have been enrolled as 
a result of these meetings. 

Winners in the St. George’s Day draw 
promoted by Leeds BNP were: Ist prize of 
£50: Tony Wells (Redbridge); 2nd prize of 
£29: Reg Buck (Leeds); 3rd: prize of £10: 
Norman McKenzie (Paisley); 4th prize of 
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£5: Tameside Group. Digital watches were 
won by Ian Dell (Greenwich) and Mark Bat- 
tensby (Leeds) and a digital pen was won by 


Norman McKenzie (Paisley). The draw was 


a great success, profits of £150 going to the 
Leeds Branch. , 

We are asked again by BNP South West 
Region to remind everyone of the Summer 
Camp on the 10th to 13th August in Corn- 
wall. There will be facilities for boating, 
fishing and shooting. The charge will be £5 
or £2.50 to those supplying their own tents. 
These charges are exclusive of food. 


VOTE FOR 
BRITAIN 


VOTE BAP) 


Manifesto of the British National Party 


MANIFESTO 


READ the Election 
Manifesto of the Brit- 
ish National Party for 
1983, available at 
43p post-free from: 
P.O. Box. lis, Hove, 
Es Sussex BN3 3SB. 


Betrayal of 


POLAND: A STUDY IN TREACHERY (By 


Bernard Smith). From the author, Flint 


House, 30 Clifton Road, Worthing, Sussex. 
£1.20 (inc. postage). 


| HAVE HAD sent to me a new and 
illuminating booklet with the above 
title, written by a well-known Sussex 
author. | was so impressed by his well- 
documented research that | am 
impelled to write this review. 

In the author's words, it is “the 
story of how Churchill and Roosevelt 
surrendered their ally to Stalin.” It is 
based on the diaries, memoirs and 
speeches of the statesmen who took 
part. 

We owe a great deal to Poland. In 
1683 the gallant Polish king, Jan 
Sobieski, drove the Turks back from 
the gates of Vienna and saved Christian 
Europe. In 1920 when the Bolshevik 
armies invaded Poland, Pilsudski saved 
Europe by the miracle he wrought on 
the Vistula. General Carton de Wiart 
wrote: ‘‘Had Warsaw fallen, there is 
no doubt that Poland and a great part 
of Germany and Czechoslovakia would 
have become Communist.” Once again, 
Poland had saved Europe from an alien 
creed. Yet today, Poland, to whom 
Europe owes so much, is under the 


boot of Russian Communism. And she 


is there because of the treacherous 
wartime diplomacy of Churchill and 
Roosevelt. 


Review by 
OLIVER GILBERT 


BRITISH PLEDGE 


Few press-conditioned people 
today remember that Britain declared 
war on Germany in 1939, not to smash 
Hitler but to defend Poland. We had 
given assurances to Poland that if she 
was attacked “by any European 
power” we would at once go to her aid. 
When Hitler attacked, we did nothing 
and our pledge was dishonoured. Less 


‘than three weeks later, Stalin also 


attacked Poland, and he and Hitler 
partitioned the country according to 
the terms of their secret treaty. It 
should be noted that the Anglo-Polish 


agreement of 1939 did not guarantee 


Poland against attack by any particular 
country; it did not even mention 
Germany. The text made it plain that 


‘Britain undertook to go to Poland’s 


aid in the event of her being attacked 
by “any European power”. Is not 
Russia a European power? Why did 
Britain not declare war on Russia? None 
of our spineless MPs asked that ques- 
tion in the House of Commons at the 


time, and it is a question that remains 


unasked and unanswered today. 


GRAVEDIGGERS OF POLAND 
Churchill, Roosevelt & Stalin at Yalta. 


an ally 


In 1941 Hitler, turning on his 


former ally, invaded Russia. Churchill, 


who had once denounced ‘‘the blood- 
stained murderers of the Kremlin,” 
now spoke of “our noble Soviet allies 
in the war for democracy and freedom.” 
Churchill and Roosevelt now began a 
policy of buttering-up Stalin and yield- 
ing to his demands. At the Teheran 
Conference in 1943 they secretly 
agreed that at the end of the War he 
should take over the eastern half of 
Poland. When the Poles in London dis- 
covered that they had been betrayed, 
Foreign Secretary Anthony Eden told 
them to “control their emotions.” 


KATYN HUSHED UP 


The author also deals with the 
massacre in the Katyn Forest of more 
than 4,000 Polish officers: they were 
in full uniform and had been shot in 
the back and neck. Russian respon- 
sibility for this was hushed up during 
the War and this attitude persisted 
right up to 1976, when the Katyn 
Memorial was erected in London. The 
Church authorities refused to have it 
in St. Luke’s Gardens, Chelsea and it 
was eventually erected in Gunnersbury 
Cemetery. The then Labour Govern- 
ment refused to be represented at the 
unveiling and forbade members of the 
armed forces to attend in uniform. 
The official attitude was that the 
memorial was an offence to a govern- 
ment with which Britain had friendly 
relations! | 

Long before the War ended, the 
Poles knew that their.country would 
be occupied by the Russians and that 
the “freedom and democracy” for 
which the War was supposed to have 
been fought would never be theirs. 
But perhaps the unkindest cut of all 
came on June 8th 1946 when the 
official Victory Parade was held in 
London. The Polish soldiers and airmen 
who had fought so bravely throughout 
the War were forbidden to take part 
by order of the British Government. 

The booklet has a foreword by 
Madame Irena Anders, widow of 
General Anders who commanded the 
Polish Army-in-Exile in Italy. 
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ONE CANNOT HELP admiring the courage 
and respecting the integrity with which Eric 
Blair (George Orwell) pursued his ideology 
of socialist humanism; or pitying the bitter 
despair which overcame him when he found 
that it led towards a totalitarian Hell, which 
he imagined with such literary power in this, 
his last novel, published the year before he 
died of tuberculosis in 1959. 

It was brought out in 1949 by Martin 
Secker and Warburg, who are usually regarded 
as Leftist publishers, and has been reprinted 
thirty-three times so far by Penguin Books 
alone. Naturally enough in this, its title-year, 
we have been getting a heavy dose of it, 
including a reading on the BBC’s Radio 4 in 
January. Despite the fact that it purports to 
be a merciless attack on English Socialism 
(Ingsoc in Orwell’s Newspeak) it is given 


enormous publicity with scarcely a murmur 


to be heard against it from the Left, while 
the libertarian Right is ecstatic over what it 
sees as a body-blow to socialism. This curious 
phenomenon calls for a small exercise in 
policy-analysis. 


OBJECTIVES OF POLITICAL 
SATIRE | 


Political satire is a literary form with 
certain objectives: to create hostility to 
certain actions or policies and corresponding 
sympathy with those who oppose them. In 
its milder forms ridicule is the weapon used, 
and in Animal Farm Orwell used his wit with 
effect (“Some animals are more equal than 
others!’’); but in 7984 there is no trace of 
wit. It is a harsh, bitter satire aiming at 
creating the maximum of revulsion, fear, 
hatred and contempt for its objectives. 
What, then, are these hate-objectives? And 
for what opposing objectives is our sympathy 
aroused? And how do these compare with 
what English socialism has actually been 
doing in the real world, and still is in 1984? 

To start with, we can surely credit Eric 
Blair with a genuine revulsion not only 
against socialism in its goose-stepping, 
saluting, militaristic fascist or national 
socialist form in which it was disguised by 
its trappings, but also in its soviet communist 
form which he encountered when he went to 
fight the fascists in the Spanish Civil War. We 
owe him some gratitude for the honesty and 
the imagery with which he expressed his 
disillusionment, and especially for the spot- 
light he threw on the crude manipulation of 
language as a means of control. His terms 
such as Big Brother, Newspeak, Oldspeak, 
Doublethink, Crimethink and Thought Police 
have entered the English language, though it 
is curious how little they are used (except 
perhaps for Big Brother) to designate the 
corresponding actualities in current politics. 

So let us look at these hate-objects a 
little more closely; starting with Big Brother. 

The giant image of Big Brother watching 
you everywhere in Orwell’s 7984 is clearly 
based upon the posters of Lord Kitchener 
with his moustache and his sternly pointing 
finger used for recruiting to ‘Kitchener's 
Army’ in World War |. That is, Big Brother is 
a military image associated with the con- 
tinual warfare waged between the three 
Superpowers as a means, primarily, of 
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GEORGE ORWELL: 


~ ANOTHER VIEW 


control of their own populations. Patriotism 
is a contemptible mob emotion which is 
switched on and off by central propaganda. 
Each Superpower possesses Atom Bombs 
but does not use them because Big Brother 


by 


Dr. GEOFFREY DOBBS 


(i.e. the Party Hierarchy) in each realises 
that their use would be the end of their own 
power (p. 170). The essence of Orwell’s 
imagined tyranny is the suppression, by 
terror of the hated Thought Police, of even 
the slightest criticism or subversion of the 
regime, even to the point of a facial 
expression or aberrant posture or behaviour 
which might give a suspicion of ‘crimethink’. 
The satirised hate-objects for Britain are 
thus: the threat of a national military, war- 
mongering dictatorship; any form of 
patriotism or nationalism which obstructs 
the drive for a World Monopoly armed 
‘unilaterally’ with nuclear terror; also the 
idea of a balance of atomic (now nuclear) 
power preventing nuclear war; the Police; 
and any firm dealing with treason or the sub- 
version of the State. l 


JUST THE TARGETS OF TODAY'S 
LEFT 


When we. look at the real world of 
today, these are just the targets of the Left. 

The great danger of a harsh, bitter satire 
of hatred is that it is of most value to precisely 


- THE NUCLEAR BOMB 
Possessed by ‘villains’ of 7984 


those people who are its intended targets, 
the totalitarians who habitually use fear, 
hatred and violence against the public, and 
against those legitimate functions of govern- 
ment including the law, the armed forces 
and the police, which protect the freedom 
of the public. Success in this stage has 
always been necessary to bring about a 
‘revolutionary situation’ which can lead to 
the One-Party State of Big Brother. 

Thus, when Britain barely scraped up 
from her depleted forces a Task Force to 
liberate the Falkland Islanders from a 
treacherous invasion by what the Left had 
always called ‘a Right-wing Military Dictator- 
ship’, it was the Extreme Left that paraded 
with anti-militarist slogans directed at the 
British and pro-Argentine Military Invasion 
ones — a normal example of Doublethink! 
It was the police who had to remove 
offensively patriotic onlookers who waved 
Union Jacks in case this should cause a 
breach of the peace! It is the Extreme Left 
which denounces the role of the Army in 
Ulster in protecting fhe lives of the citizens 
against the assaults of a self-styled ‘Army’ 
openly dedicated to the conquest of a 
Province of the United Kingdom by 
systematic murder and intimidation. It is the 
Left which rejects the Balance of Nuclear 
Power which is the first requirement for. 
World Peace, and which has launched a 
massively organised campaign in the name of 
pacifism, directed against Western Defence 
and morale, with much Nuclear Holocaust 
terror propaganda, designed to leave the 
unilateral Nuclear threat in the hands of the 
Soviet Big Brother. Its nastiest tactic. is the 
mass-use of women to commit acts of 
obstruction and trespass on military estab- 
lishments in the hope of forcing police and 
soldiers into some heavily publicised brutal- 
to-women posture. All this is aided by the 
Orwellian satire. | 

As for the police — they are, of course, 
‘pigs’ to the Left (Orwell's Animal Farm, 
this time!); and especially so when they 
defend people against Left-wing violence 
such as intimidation by pickets, when there 
are liable to be screams of ‘Police State’. 
Sympathy for the victims of Big Brother's 
total suppression of all criticism is exploited 
to the point that every form of subversion, 
trouble-making, calumny, whining, grumbling 
and malicious or destructive suggestion is 
given maximum publicity, while the legi- 


- timate complaints of law-abiding and loyal 


citizens are largely ignored. | 

‘Newspeak’ is certainly with us, though 
not much in the form imagined by Orwell. 
But it does seem that the schools, the media, 
the pop-stars and the advertisers between 
them have indoctrinated many of the 
younger generation with an impoverished 
jargon which cuts them off from their elders, 
from the past, and from understanding 
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educated speech or writing (Oldspeak) and 
which limits their minds to a narrow range 
of trivial subjects. There is also the more 
sophisticated form of political Newspeak 
which consists in using established words 
-alone or in combinations which twist or 
invert the accepted meanings in ways which 
serve a political purpose, e.g. discrimination, 
gay, industrial action, public ownership, 
woman priest, free love. . 


OUR EGALITARIAN THOUGHT 
POLICE 


We have the beginnings of the Thought 
Police with us already in the form of the 
Race Relations Board and the Equal Oppor- 
tunities Commission, aided by an army of 
self-appointed, volunteer, aggressive ‘anti- 
racists’ and ‘anti-sexists’. The basis of their 
thought control is the imposition of ‘equality’ 
(i.e.de-personalisation) upon the manipulated 
units of population, which is largely being 
achieved by inverting the meaning of the 
word ‘discrimination’ so that it becomes a 
form of ‘crimethink’. In Orwell’s book Big 
Brother aims to make it impossible even to 
think about human equality except in the 
simplest physical terms (see Appendix on 
Newspeak, p.266). So ‘egalitarianism’ 
becomes the excuse for the first legalised 
thought-control. There is even to be no word 
for ‘science’ in Orwell’s Newspeak (p.169); 
so we get ‘blinding with science’ and the 
word ‘scientific’ in constant use in thought 
control today. 


CHASTITY OUT! 


In the novel our sympathies are naturally » 


engaged on the side of the pitiful ‘hero’ 
Winston Smith and his girl-friend Julia, in 
their attempted rebellion against the thought- 
tyranny. One of the hated impositions 
forced upon them by the Party was chastity. 
See p.62: 


“The women of the Party were all alike. 
Chastity was as deep ingrained in them as Party 
loyalty. By careful early conditioning, by games 


and cold water, by the rubbish which was dinned | 


into them at school and in the Spies and the 
Youth League, by lectures, parades, songs, 
slogans, and martial music, the natural feeling 
had been driven out of them.” 

“The Party did not permit divorce .. .” 

(p.61). . 

What better introduction could there be 
for our Permissive Society, with its wide- 
spread pornography, casual sex, contra- 
ceptives for schoolgirls, one-parent families, 
mass abortions and one marriage in three 
ending in divorce? 


FEAR CONQUERS ALL — THE 
ULTIMATE SATANIC L/E 


But there is something still more deadly 
about the book. From start to finish there is 
not the faintest hint in it of hope. The two 
helpless rebels, Winston and Julia, are 
doomed from the start — just pawns in the 
hand of Big Brother. Mr. Charrington, the 
kindly shopkeeper who lets them: a. room 
where they imagine they are private, turns 
out to be a member of the Thought Police. 
O’Brien, who enrolls them in the secret 
‘opposition’ becomes their chief torturer 
who breaks them, de-humanises them until 
they betray finally their love for each other, 
which is destroyed in the process of making 


them the puppets of the Party. 

This is both the climax and the ‘message’ 
of the book: that fear conquers all; that love 
has no chance against it, nor has any other 
sort of goodness — courage, honesty, 
decency, integrity. This is the ultimate 
Satanic Lie. When Orwell makes Winston, 
under threat of the rat torture, yell: “Do it 
to Julia! Do it to Julia! Not me! Julia!” 
(p.247) he is enacting a crucifixion with an 
inversion of its Christian meaning. 

Nowhere is there even a glimpse of that 
reality of goodness upon which this 
monstrous evil is but a parasite; nowhere any 
evidence of the long line of saints and 
prophets and martyrs (including St. George! ) 
who have withstood tyranny, if necessary to 


the death, nor of the Christian centuries in. 


Britain which gave us our language and 
established that liberty of the free and 
responsible citizen which is now under 


attack; nor yet of what it is today which is 


standing and surviving in the Marxist world 
(and quite publicly in Poland) against the 
worst that Big Brother can do. 


HE KNEW BETTER AND 


-REJECTED IT! 


Poor Eric Blair! When his religion of 
humanism let him down, when Man, even 
idealistic, do-gooding Man, turned out to 
be a fallen creature, very far from God, a 
creature grossly corruptible by power, he 
could not abandon his socialism though all 
it left him with was hatred and despair. 

That he knew of a hopeful and construc- 
tive alternative is clear, for in the late 1930s 
he reviewed books regularly for the New 
English Weekly, that distinguished Social 
Credit journal founded by A. R. Orage in 
1932, to which the present reviewer 
occasionally contributed. The only trace of 
that influence which can be found in 7984 
is in the description of the alleged reasons 
given for the continuous warfare kept up 
between the three Superpowers. On p.167, 
after a paragraph describing the stagnation 
and unemployment of the 1920s and 1930s, 


he continues: 

“The problem was how to keep the wheels 
of industry turning without increasing the real 
wealth of the world. Goods must be produced, 
but they must not be distributed. And in 
practice the only way of achieving this was by 
continuous warfare.” 

No regular contributor to the New 
English Weekly could have been unaware of 
the part played by financial policy in bringing 
about the Great Depression, mass unemploy- 
ment and the Hitler War, but there is a 
marked absence of any shafts of satire aimed 
in that direction. Evidently he totally rejected 
the constructive proposals of C. H. Douglas 
as put forward in that journal, preferring to 
wallow in his bitter images of socialist doom. 
It has to be remembered that he was a sick 
and dying man at the time he wrote 7984. 


SWALLOWED, HOOK, LINE AND 
SINKER 


Whether Eric Blair himself could have 
realised that his satire would be effective 
only in the hands of totalitarian ideologues 
against a ‘liberal’ constitutionally elected 
Government is uncertain, but it would be 
charitable to suppose not. It would be 
totally useless against Big Brother in power; 
useful only in getting him into power. What 
matters now is that its limited bait of 
imaginative but currently not very helpful 
truth has been swallowed hook, line and 
sinker by many fervent opponents of 
socialism, who divert scarce resources of 
time, effort and money from the promotion 
of constructive Christian policies into 
publicising and occupying people’s minds 
even more with this horror-fantasy in a 
desperate attempt to terrify people out of 
fear (as if we didn’t get enough intimidation 
daily, almost hourly, from the mass-media!). 
Of course, it is well to keep a wary eye on 
the precise tactics of those who threaten our 
freedom, and to relate them correctly to 
policy, and this article is one minor attempt 
to do so. But it is not fear which drives out 
fear, it isa more formidable power altogether, 
in which alone lies our hope. 


How to obtain SPEARHEAD 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to ensure obtaining copies for themselves 
‘every month and to those who wish to obtain quantities for redistribution. ry. 

Those wishing for copies for themselves each month should take out a subscription by filling 
in the form below and sending it to us with a cheque or postal order for the amount applicable. 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick in box where applicable) : — 
British Isles: £8.00 L] Overseas unsealed surface mail: £8.55 L Overseas sealed surface mail: £10.60 L] 


Unsealed air-mail Middle East: £11.50 LJ 


Unsealed air-mail Canada, USA, South America and 


Africa: £13.10 O Unsealed air-mail Australia, New Zealand, Far East: £14.00 LI 


Please note: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling; if remittance is in over- 
seas currency, an additional charge of £3 is required in the case of cheques and 50p in the case of 
banknotes, these going to pay banker’s commission. 


Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows: - 


10-19 copies: 40p ea.; 20-49 copies: 36p ea.; 50-99 copies: 30p ea.; 100-199 copies: 26p ea.; | 
200-400 copies: 22p ea.; 500 copies or over: 20p ea. (For advice on postal rates, please contact’ 


our office). . 


~All cheques or postal orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to: Seacroft, Westbourne 


` Villas, Hove, Sussex. 
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SIR: I have recently seen a video-recording 
of the TV broadcast of the debate at the 


Tory conference last year on Harvey Proc-. 


tor’s motion which called for the assisted 
voluntary repatriation of immigrants. I was 
horrified at what appeared to be the almost 
unopposed rejection of the motion in the 
subsequent vote. 

There were several aspects of this deb- 
ate which were particularly significant and, 
in one case, possibly helped just a trifle to 
blunt the cutting edge of the shameful out- 
come. 

This debate was authorised in the first 
place by a preceding secret ballot on 
whether or not it should be debated at all. 
By an unknown margin this ballot went in 
favour of the debate taking place. 

After the motion had been debated, a 
vote was taken on whether or not it should 
be adopted, and the motion was simply 
massacred. Why? Had the change of heart 
occurred in response to the force of argu- 
ments put forward by those who spoke 
against the motion? Or was it because, 
unlike in the earlier ballot, the final vote 
was taken by a show of hands? 

If, as in the case-of the first ballot, the 
vote had been secret, possibly the result 
might have been very different! 

The Tory Party is usually pretty vocal 
in its condemnation of the trade union 
practice of mon-secret voting for strike 
action — claiming, with some justification, 
that by this practice members are intimi- 
dated into voting the way their leaders 
want them to vote. 

But in fact what happened over the race 
motion at the last Tory conference shows 
that the Tories are just as prone to employ 
such methods as those on the left. 

Then the voting on the motion illus- 
trated the total breakdown of logical think- 
ing onthe part of nearly all of those present, 
because, although the motion was solely 
and specifically for voluntary repatriation, 
one of the principal objections by those 
who spoke against it was that they opposed 
compulsory repatriation! 

One or more speakers actually claimed 
that the motion was “an insult” to Blacks, 
implying that it was insulting to assist peo- 
ple to do what they wanted to do — though 
evidently quite respectful, not to say res- 
pectable, to prevent them from doing it! 

The final treason was committed when 
almost every speaker against the motion 
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voiced the argument (sic) that neir party 
needed the votes of the immigrants in our 
midst. We see here a strange discrepancy 
in Tory logic, in that the Tories evidently 
seek to obtain people’s votes by the curious 
means of compelling them to remain in 
Britain against their will! 

R. D. MOLES WORTH 

Cheltenham, Glos. 


SIR: On the night of Monday, the 7th May 
Channel Four TV showed a film entitled 
‘Burning Illusion’, depicting a fashion con- 
scious young black office worker who han- 
kers after marriage, a better flat and more 
clothes, then later becomes a fighter 
against ‘black oppression’. 

ES Se mot wonderful that Blacks crowd 
into the white man’s areas and countries to 
be oppressed? What amazing masochism! 
However, the Zionist-controlled television 
screen never shows the way the white Briton 


‘is oppressed when the black man takes over. 


Zimbabwe (Rhodesia) is an instance. There 
the Whites are held hostage to earn the 
money to keep the black state going. Nor 
is anything shown about the race relations 
acts, established to oppress the Briton in his 
Own country. I spent nearly a quarter of a 
century in the black man’s continent att- 
empting to educate him to establish-his 
own democracy. The international Zionists 
and Communists and the dupes they had 
indoctrinated saw to it that we should not 
succeed, 
black dictatorships would be installed to 
terrorise black people. The international 
Zionists and Communists set up the: London 
School of Economics to train the future 
rulers of those regimes, and many of these 
were sent on to Soviet Russia for further 
training. The black man, unable to initiate 
or sustain the ‘standard of education and 
civil administration that we built up for 
him, now comes running to the white man’s 
countries to better his lot then when he gets 
to them complains that he is ‘oppressed. 
When I first went to Africa the Africans 
were running around in their birthday suits. 
When I left, most of them were well clothed 
and there was no famine. Some oppression! 
K.R. McKILLIAM 
Lympne, Kent 


SIR: I feel that I must protest about some 


of the quite unjustified remarks that you 


have made about me in Spearhead. 

I refer to your constant use of the words 
‘treason’ and ‘traitor. Treason to what? 
Traitor to what? You are an intelligent 
man, and you know full well that one can- 
not be a traitor to an organisation of which 
one is not a member and to which one 
bears no allegiance. And even if one ass- 
umes, quite incorrectly, that to belong to 
an organisation for a period of time binds 
one in loyalty to that organisation for ever, 
could: you please tell me one critical word 


that I have uttered in public about either’ 


the BNP, yourself or any single one of its 
officers? 

I will not comment on your speculation 
as to the motives for the action that I took. 
Suffice to say that I was not disloyal to 


and made certain that oppressive 


you — and you know it! I made no attempt 
to embarrass you, either politically or ga 
sonally. 

I should make it clear that I make no 
apology for exposing those among the Nat- 
ionalist ranks who are pathological lunatics 
and would think no more of killing me — 
or you for that matter — than they would of 
killing any Jew or Black if they thought 
they could get away with it and if it suited 
their purpose. 

RAY HILL. 
Leicester 


Editor’s note: We are quite satisfied that 
the actions of Mr. Hill amount to treason 
and treachery by all normal definitions of 
those terms. A fact, which he does not 
deny, is that he collaborated with two pub- 
lications notorious for their hostility to 
British Nationalism: The News of the 
World and the far left-wing hate-sheet 
Searchlight — on the admission of the 
latter at times when he was a registered 
member of the very Nationalist organisat- 
ions about which he was passing informat- 
ion to Searchlight. He claims that he did 
not utter one critical word about the BNP or 
its leadership. This is not strictly true, as 
he was quoted in the News of the World as 
saying that the present writer was “obsessed 
about Jews.” However, disregarding that 
point, there can be no doubt that Hill was 
reporting to Searchlight what was going on 
in the BNP. It was not due to any good 
intentions on his part that none of what he 
was able to report was sufficiently damag- 
ing for Searchlight to make much use of it. 
The same is true of what material he gave 
to the News of the World. 

Since Hill’s splurge in the News of the 
World and his appearance on Channel Four 
TV, we have heard through our internat-. 
ionalcontacts that he has attempted a sim- 
ilar hatchet job on French television, no. 
doubt being generously paid for his labours. 
What other TV networks in what other 
countries will be hiring him we do not yet 
know, but in the world of today specimens 
like Hill become hot property to such peo- 
ple. 

There may be a few ‘pathological lun- 
atics’ among the other Nationalists with 
whom Hill mixed but the latter were mostly 
decent patriots whose only crime was their 
naivity in giving him their complete trust. 
Whether he belonged to any common ‘org- 
anisation with these people or not, he cer- 
tainly professed to share with them a com- 
mon cause, and gained their confidence on 
that basis. As for his derogatory references 
to those who would kill to get their way, I 
can only say that from what I can recall of 
conversations I have had with Mr. Hill on 
the subject of killing this is the most lau gh- 
able humbug. I do not believe that any 
strong moral objections to killing or to the 
‘pathological lunatics’ who might engage 
in it formed any part of Ray Hill’s reasons 
for collaborating with the enemies of Nat- 
ionalism; on the contrary, I believe that 
personal gain was the overriding motive. 

This concludes the coverage that we 
intend to give to the Ray Hill saga 


WHEN SIR EDWARD ELGAR com- 
posed the stirring Pomp and Circum- 
stance March No. 1 in 1901 it was 
quickly realised that here was music 
that truly reflected the spirit of the 


British nation. Scored for strident 


brass and having a vigorous, military 
rhythm, it evoked nostalgic visions of 
Britain’s greatness, and underlined the 
confidence the Victorians and Edward- 
ians had in their Motherland and in the 
British Empire. Following King Edward 
VII’s suggestion to make a national 
song of it, the music was set to words 
by A. C. Benson — and thus it became 
Land of Hope and Glory. 

Since those far off days, Land of 
Hope and Glory has become part of 
our national heritage, to be sung 
defiantly in the face of some enemy, 
Or aS an expression of optimism and 
patriotism. But it is sad to think that 
the words which once brought tears of 
pride to the eyes of the boldest men, 
now have a hollow and distinctly ironic 
ring to them. To be sure, the song is 
_ sung annually at the last night of the 
Proms and to the accompaniment of 
the waving of the Union Flag, but it 
would not be too far from the truth 
to say that it is done more because it is 
a ‘fun’ thing to do rather than a pro- 
found expression of national pride. 


RACE WAR 


The Great Britain of which A. C. 
Benson wrote, this Land of Hope and 
Glory, looks now to be destined for a 
racial war, with all the misery that that 
entails, and has already suffered civil 
riots on a massive scale. Great sections. 
of our cities have, through the stupidity 
and treachery of our politicians, been 
turned into black ghettoes where 
crime is rife, and where one would fear 
to walk at any time of night or day. 
Our time honoured laws have been 


stood on their head in order to allow 


‘Blacks to mug, trade drugs and sell off 
prostitutes without harassment, while 
at the same time a white person would 
be hauled off to court for the slighest 
misdemeanour. Da 
This is not the histrionic raving of 
a bigot intent on stirring up racial 
hatred but a clear statement of the 
truth. In 1982 Mr. John Newman of 
the Police Federation told a conference: 


WHAT HOPE? 
WHAT GLORY? 


What a damning indictment of our 
society, and of the popular concept of 
‘democracy’ when a Nationalist move- 
ment can only operate and hold 
meetings by resorting to devious 
means. If you are a Rastafarian, or a 
Sikh, a Communist, or an IRA sup- 


‘porter, the streets are yours to parade 


on freely and a meeting place will be 
assured you in which you may proclaim 
your message without hindrance. 

This beloved country of ours, this 
Land of Hope and Glory, must now be 
viewed with much alarm, for if things 
do not drastically alter the future for 
the British nation looks grim indeed. 

Sir Edward Elgar and Mr. A. C. 
Benson, as well as the thousands of 
men and women who gave their lives 
in two terrible wars for what they 
believed to be a just cause —‘the 
preservation of our freedom — must 
surely lie uneasy in their graves. 


ROY BURTON 
looks at the 
land that Elgar 


wrote about 


“We now treat ethnic minority com- 
munities in a different manner than we 
do the white population of London. 
To arrest coloured people in areas of 
high ethnic minority groupings leads 
to trouble, so we don’t and the crime 
figures soar.” 

As for ‘Mother of the free’, nothing 
could be further from the truth. Con- 
stantly we are bombarded with the 
assertion that we fought two world 
wars to stay free. What a laugh! Free- 
dom, such as it is, will be afforded to 
anyone who does not pose a political 
threat, who will toe the establishment 
line and promise not to rock the boat. 
But, as experience has shown us, the 
freedom of speech and assembly so 
readily given to any alien or anti- 
British element will be denied out of 
hand to those of us who are prepared 
to stand up and openly declare our 
love of race and nation. 
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Cornish BNP gives Heath a roasting 


MR. EDWARD HEATH, ex-Prime Minister 
and perhaps Britain’s most notorious pro- 
Common Marketeer, got a lively reception 
from British National Party members when 
he visited Truro, Cornwall, as part of a 
nationwide tour to drum up flagging interest 
in the Euro-elections to be held later this 
month. 

Awaiting him as he arrived at the 
meeting was aBNP group headed by Cornish 
Organiser David Cullingford and selling 
copies of the April issue of British Nation- 
alist with a front-page anti-Common Mar- 
ket headline. One of the Tory stewards 
present grabbed some copies of the paper 
and began tearing them up, whereupon 
BNP member Tom Stone went up onto the 
platform, seized some of the pro- Market 
literature there and did likewise. The pol- 
ice were called by the Tories, but when 
they arrived they refused to take any action 
against Mr. Stone after hearing of the 
Origin of the incident. 

Throughout the meeting BNP members 
kept up a barrage of heckling against Heath 
which greatly disconcerted him and which 
contained questions which he totally failed 
to answer. 

In the end Heath left the meeting ina 
hurry, having done little to impress the 
locals present with the benefits of the EEC. 
The BNP intervention at the meeting ach- 
ieved national publicity, featuring prom- 


inently in a Sunday Times report of the 
meeting a few days afterwards. 


B.N.P. MEMBERS, wear your badges! Still 


only a small portion of the membership has 


bought the party badge. Price £1 each plus 
25p p& p: From BNP, PO Box 457, Lon- 


don SE20 7QE. 


BNP Recordings 


RALLY ’82 

Speeches from the BNP national rally in 
London on October 16th 1982, the theme 
of which was ‘Unite and fight for Britain’s 
future!’ . 


Side 1: Speeches by Charles Parker and Ray 
Hill; Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 


VOICES OF NATIONALISM 


Side 1: Recordings of speeches from the 
Nationalist Unity rally in London on 
September Sth 1981. Hear John Tyndall, 
Ray Hill, Kenneth McKilliam, Len Bearsford 
Walker and others. Side 2: Talk by John 
Tyndall on ‘The coming British revolution’. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS | 


Side 1: Talk on ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ 
(about the world-wide: dispersal of the 
peoples of British stock); Side 2: Talk on 
‘Britain’s economic crisis’. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS II 


Side 1: Talk on ‘The case for Nationalism’ 
(the internationalist argument.demolished); 
Side 2: Talk on ‘Tragedy of the 20th 
Century’ (analysis of the results of the. 
Second World War). 


These 4 sets of recordings are presented in 
cassette form and are ayailable at £3.50 each 
(with 17p postage) from: BNP Recordings, 
Box 115, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB. 
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by the British National Party during the 


‘ being made to the City Council for the use 


' will be booked. 


QUICK GETAWAY 
Heath leaves meeting afterwards 


COMING EVENTS 


2 Big meetings 


MANCHESTER AND LONDON will provide 
the locations for two major meetings held 


YOUNG NATIONALIST 


WE ARE PLEASED to announce that the 
BNP youth paper Young Nationalist is now 
once again in publication after a period of 
suspension caused by editorial problems. 
The new Editor is Tony Wells. The first new 
issue of the paper, which will be published 
quarterly, can be obtained by sending 20p 
to: Young Nationalist, PO Box 446, London 
SE23 2LS. 


coming month. 

On Saturday, June 23rd, in the after- 
noon, there will be a public rally in the 
centre of Manchester. An application is 


of the Public Library, which some short 
time ago was hired to a pro-IRA organisat- 
ion. In the event of this application being 
refused, an alternative venue in the area Summer Camp 
THE SOUTH WEST REGION of 
the BNP will be holding a Summer 
Camp in Cornwall extending from 
the 10th to the 13th of August. 
Families and children will be wel- 
come. For details, please contact 
Regional Organiser David Bears- 
ford Walker, 44 Patterdale Close, 
Estover, Plymouth, Devon. 


On Friday, July 6th, in the evening, the 
party will be holding a public meeting in 
Putney, SW London, for which purpose it 
has hired Putney Town Hall. 

BNP members and supporters ‘should 
keepin touch with their branches for further 
details of these two important events. In 
the case of the Manchester meeting, parties 
are being organised to travel to the event 
from other parts of the country. 


BOOK SERVICE IN OPERATION 


THE B.N.P. BOOK SERVICE is now in operation. It has bought 
limited stocks of books and pamphlets of interest to Nationalists 
but can order any books not currently in stock. We ask all BNP 
supporters who previously have obtained their book supplies 
from other book concerns now to patronise the BNP Book Service 
and help it expand. Manager of the Book Service is Malcolm 
Skeggs. Books and booklists can be obtained by writing to Mr. 
-Skeggs at: BNP Book Service, PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 
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FOCUS ON THE BRANCHES 


Basingstoke 


BASINGSTOKE BRANCH of the British Nat- 
ional Party is one of the most active in the 
country — and not only in the area of Bas- 
ingstoke itself; Basingstoke activists have 
travelled to other parts of the country to 


assist activities elsewhere. 


The branch is a mainly young one and 
is led by Iain Wilson, who has been active 
in Nationaltsm from an early age, first in 
the National Front, then in the New NF and 
more lately in the BNP. 

Most of the old Basingstoke National 
Front supported the New NF when it was set 
up in 1980. The branch then became 
merged with others in the BNP when it was 
formed 2 years later. | 
= In Basingstoke the branch has concen- 
trated its energy on paper sales, posters and 
leaflets(of which it has taken the initiative 
to produce its own). In addition to this, 
members have kept up a constant stream of 
letters to the local newspaper, the Basing- 
stoke Gazette, and in one issue managed to 
get a whole half page devoted to an inter- 
view with Iain Wilson and an exposition of 
the aims of the BNP. 


Our magazine, though it believes in racial 
differences, opposes race-hatred. All those who 
oppose multi-racialism should ‘attack the poli- 


ticians who promote it, not the immigrants, - 


who are merely its victims. 


@ Pational 
Review 


| ‘The Leugue Review, a pro-National Socialist political 


Rational] 


Journal published in Great Britain by the League of St. 
George, 


£5 for6 issues, British Isles and 


overseas surface mail (US $12) 
9/11 KENSINGTON HIGH ST.. 
LONOON. W8 5NP 


pos 
ationalist 


You can obtain single copies of British 
Nationalist by paying a subscription of £3.40 
for 12 issues (for subscribers in the British 
Isles). For subscribers overseas the rate is 
£4.00 for 12 issues (surface mail). 

If you wish to obtain British Nationalist 
in bulk for redistribution, the rates are: — 


10 copies £1.20 + 32p post 
25 copies £2.70 + 9Q94p post 
50 copies £4.80 +£1.57 post 
100 copies £8.40 +£1.90 post 
150 copies £12.00 + £2.10 post 
200 copies £15.00 + £2.25 post 
300 copies £21.00 + £2.55 post 
400 copies £26.40 + £2.80 post 
500 copies £32.00 ) Bulk rates 
1,000 copies £62.00 ) by roadline 


. All cheques or postal orders should be 
made out to British Nationalist, PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS: Please keep orders and 
enquiries for British Nationalist totally 
separate from other correspondence in order | 
to avoid delay and confusion. 


During the 1983 General Election the 
branch managed to field a candidate and, 
despite very limited finances, to produce 
and distribute over 15,000 of its own elec- 
tion addresses. 

Apart from lain Wilson, those local 
activists who most deserve a mention for 
their work for the party are: Paul Wilson 
(brother of Iain), Ray and Alan Dobing 
(also brothers), Richard Fawcus, Martin 
Scott and John Morse. 


On right: Basingstoke Organiser Iain Wilson. 
Below: Door-to-door paper selling in the town. 
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More and more young 


urning to Nationalism 


BRITAIN’S YOUNGER GENERATIONS are 


turning increasingly to Nationalism as a 
way out of the country’s problems. That is 
the finding of a survey recently conducted 
among school students in the West Midlands 
by a research team from Birmingham Uni- 
versity. i 

The survey was conducted last year 
among 2,500 school fifth formers of the 
ages of 15 and 16. It established that no 
less than 14 per-cent of white students 
questioned named Nationalist parties as 
their first choice when they became of 
voting age. And a further 16 per-cent 


named Nationalist parties as their second 


choice. 

In other words, no less than 30 per-cent 
of the youngsters questioned said that they 
either would definitely vote, or might poss- 
ibly vote, for Nationalism. 

Tis 30° “per-cent-total Fepresénts ia 
doubling of the figure of pro-Nationalist 


school students established by a similar. 


survey in the same area in 1980, according 
to researchers Raymond Cochrane and 
Michael Billig. 

Such figures will come as a dramatic 
jolt to’ the establishment and the other 
enemies of Nationalism who have comp- 
lacently believed that it is on the decline 


in Britain following the poor electoral 


showing of the last 5 years. In fact this 


electoral showing is something that we 


have always claimed as a purely transitory 
phenomenon, conditioned largely by an on- 


the-surface swing to the right by the Tories 


in: response to the growing Nationalist 
challenge of. the middle to late 1970s and 
the alarm this generated in Conservative 
Central Office. 

There are signs now that the credibility 
of the Thatcher Government as a ‘patriotic’ 
force is now running out, and that the Nat- 
ionalist movement may well make an 
electoral comeback in the next year or two. 
However, 


Send 20p for information pack. 


To: 

P.O. BOX 115 

HOVE 

E. SUSSEX BN3 3SB 
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whether this should happen or | 


not, the longer term prospect for National- 


ism in Britain is immensely encouraging, if 
this survey is any indication of developing 
trends. A few years from now those pres- 
ently in their teens will be part of the vot- 
ing public — indeed the students recently 
interviewed in the West Midlands, and 
those of their age elsewhere, willbe eligible 
to vote in only 2 or 3 years. 

And what is perhaps most revealing 
about the two surveys, that taking place in 
1980 and the one held last year, is the 


spectacular increase in the support for Nat- 


ionalism registered over that comparatively 
short period. This is despite the tremendous 
pressure existing in schools, in the West 
Midlands and elsewhere, upon children to 
adopt left-wing political attitudes, as are 
predominant among their teachers. Indeed 
in some schools students are positively in- 
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timidated by the teaching establishment 
against displaying Nationalist sentiments — 
so that the pro-Nationalist feeling among 
students may well be even higher than is 
indicated by the figures arrived at in the 
Birmingham University survey. 

The message to Nationalists is clear: 
our hope lies in tomorrow's generation. We 
may continue for a while to experience 
frustration at the polls, but all the time a 
process of great change is taking place in 
this country. An older generation the maj- 
ority of which has never been able to 
understand our ideals is gradually dying out 
and a new generation is taking its place, a 
generation whose minds are uncluttered by 
old prejudices conditioned by decades. of 
propaganda which has stifled serious thought 
about Britain’s future. In this new generat- 
ion lies Britain’s great hope. 
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